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Nothing learned or gained 


The election of William Hague to the 
leadership of the Tory Party shows that the 
party has learned precisely nothing from its 
general election catastrophe. 

Hague has been chosen not because he 
stood for anything, but precisely because he 
stands for nothing, not because he has a 
character and presence which might enable 
him to stamp his authority on the party’s 
warring factions, but because those factions 
see him as an opportunist — a blank slate on 
which they can inscribe their own agendas. In 
the end it boiled down to the fact that there 
simply were no convincing alternative 
candidates — thus revealing the utter poverty 
of leadership talent in the parliamentary party. 
John Redwood was considered to be not 
sufficiently ‘voter-friendly’ while Kenneth 
Clarke was unacceptably pro-Brussels even 
for the habitual sell-outs of the parliamentary 
Tory party. 

But there is a deeper malaise in the whole 
process by which the leadership contest was 
decided. The dominating argument put forward 
by both sides in the final run-off was that of the 
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need to keep the party united. Hague won 
because it was perceived that his leadership 
would provide just that bit better chance of 
this happening. This idea of party unity being 
paramount is one of the great fallacies of 
modern times. 

Of course, every party campaigning in the 
political arena is better off being united than 
divided. But pursuit of ‘unity’ by way of 
trying to reconcile internal differences that 
are at root irreconcilible can only lead to 
unacceptable compromise and fudge. This is 
what we have seen in the Tory Party for as 
long as anyone living can remember, and the 
inexorable decline of the party is the natural 
result. 

Just supposing that the party had opted to 
select a genuinely right-wing leader (assuming, 
as was not the case, that one had been available 
among the recent contenders) and set itself on 
acourse to adopt hard-line right-wing policies, 
including disengagement from Europe, what 
would have been the result? Certainly, the 
likes of Clarke and others on the centre-left of 
the party would have refused to serve in the 
new shadow cabinet and possibly even 
defected altogether, probably to the Liberal 
Democrats. 

But would that have left the Tories in any 
worse shape than they already are? In terms of 
parliamentary influence, hardly! And in terms 
of achieving the necessary rebuilding of the 
party at the grass roots it might have been the 
first step in the right direction. 

The party would, in the short term, have 
been diminished in parliamentary muscle (such 
as it has any) and general size, with some 
members deserting. But it could have been 
unified in its commitment to a set of firm 
principles supported by a massive wave of 
public opinion in the country. The many 
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thousands of disillusioned constituency 
members would have started to return to the 
fold, and a new spirit of unity and purpose 
would have been forged. In time, as Labour 
started to falter and lose confidence, the voters 
could have been won back. 

It would have taken years, but the Tories 
should be in no hurry. They are certain to be 
out of power until 2002 and very likely for 
longer. They could have taken this opportunity 
afforded them to carry out the complete 
overhaul of personnel and policy that alone 
would have given them a chance of resurgence 
in the longer term. 

But they blew it. They opted to carry on in 
the same old rut, replacing one grey, weak 
little man with another, who, if anything, is 
even greyer, smaller and weaker still. They 
were still heard wittering on about the party 
having to be a ‘broad church’ — a phrase 
which conceals the liberals and globalists 
continuing to make policy while right-wingers 
and genuine patriots serve as mere foot- 
soldiers. The party appears to have heard none 
of the messages sent to it by the electorate on 
May Ist. It seems to be set on muddling along 
in just the same old way. The jockey has been 
replaced but the worn-out horse is still there. 

The Tory leadership election ought to have 
provided final proof — if that were ever 
needed — that the Conservative Party is now 
quite incapable of serving as a vehicle for 
national recovery. Even the die-hards who 
saw John Redwoodas the man of principle and 
integrity who would put them back on the 
‘right’ road have now seen their last hope 
expose himself as a cynical opportunist with 
appalling political judgement through his ill- 
fated alliance with Clarke. 

Entirely new political forces, not manned by 
the men of yesterday and not tainted by the 
national failure and treason of the past half- 
century, alone can rescue Britain from the 
abyss on whose edge she is now poised. If the 
nation had not learned this lesson by the start 
of last month, it should have done so now. 


New kid in town 

Before, however, we leave this subject, it is 
worth taking a brief look at the opinions and 
record of the man who now heads the once 
respected Conservative Party. Apart from 
fulfilling the predictions made after his 
appearance as a sixteen-year-old Thatcherite 
at a Tory conference, what has Hague actually 
done to get where he is today? 

As Secretary of State for Wales, Hague 
managed to get himselfa bit of useful publicity 
when welcoming Japanese investors, attracted 
by government grants, low wages and high 
unemploymentto the Valleys. Natually enough, 
however, he never paused to wonder whether 
this economic colonialism was actually in the 
interests of either the nation or the workers 
involved. The idea of working to create the 
conditions in which British industry could 
expand to fill the gaps left by the Thatcherite 
destruction of heavy industry never seems to 


‘have come into his curiously-shaped head. 

On social policy too, the schoolboy ‘right- 
winger’ soon developed distinctly liberal 
attitudes. It took the announcement of his 
engagement to a pretty blonde member of his 
staff to stop rumours that there was a personal 
element to his support for ‘gay’ marriages and 
reduction ofthe age of consent for homosexuals 
to 16. 

Writing in the anti-federalist European 

Journal last month, Hague revealed further 
his ideological addiction to liberalism:- 


“ The Conservative Party needs anew vision 
of our nation in the new global society. In 
the global age of the new century, our party 
cannot afford to be seen as a party of ‘little 
Englanders’ or ‘little Europeans’.... 

“We need to be committed to free 
enterprise not just in Britain, but the world 
over. The British Government should be a 
force for spreading the values of democratic 
capitalism around the world....We need to 
say to my generation that free trade and free 
enterprise have the power to lift people out 
of poverty in every part of the globe. Our 
vision must be of a free and prosperous 
nation in a world free of dictators and 
hunger... , 

“Our party should be the party of patriotism 
without bigotry. When we talk about our 
objections to some of the ideas around in 
Europe that could damage our prosperity, 
we must not allow ourselves to be caricatured 
as a narrow, nationalistic party that is 
somehow hostile to foreigners.... 


In other words, Hague has positioned 
himself firmly in the middle of the liberal one 
opinion state, which embraces virtually 
everyone from the ‘former’ Marxists who 
infest the mass media, through New Labour 
and the Lib-Dems, to all but the tiniest handful 
of Tory mavericks, who are tolerated on the 
powerless fringes of the party as window- 
dressing for the grass-roots right. 

Let’s translate his remarks from libspeak to 
plain English : “Britain means nothing to me; 
if I have to sacrifice your jobs or your sons to 
make it possible for international finance to 
make maximum profits out of the 
industrialisation of Asia, then the plutocrats 
can rely on me to do it. I’1l go along with the 
plans for a European super-state, but as the 
voters are so suspicious of it, they’1l have to do 
some more camouflage work on the slave-pen 
before we lead the suckers any closer.” 

Still, it has to be said that Hague’s victory is 
good for British nationalism. Had the Euro- 
fanatic Clarke won, the Euro-sceptic wing of 
his party might have broken offto join with the 
anti-federalists in anew grouping on the right, 
which would have soaked up protest votes for 
years tocome. With Hague having made vague 
Euro-sceptical noises in order to get his new 
_ job, they are far more likely to stay where they 
are. The single-issue pressure groups whose 
whole raison d'etre is opposition to a federal 
Europe will suffer accordingly, leaving the 
field of radical opposition open to us. 


the 
Old Labour swamped 


“You could say that class loyalty is being 
replaced by ethnic loyalty.” So says 
Rotherham’s Labour MP Denis MacShane, 
commenting on the growing phenomenon of 
Asian entryism into the Labour Party. 

The issue has come to the fore as a result of 
the scandals surrounding Mohammed Sarwar, 
Labour’s Muslim MP for Glasgow Govan. 
According to Anne McElvoy, writing in The 
Spectator of 31st May, however, “this is just 
the latest in a series: of rows about alleged 
targeting of inner-city Labour seats by Muslim 
candidates using family, business and mosque 
connections to recruit new party members to 
shore up votes to advance their own political 
careers.” 

In a whole string of seats, in places as diverse 
as Glasgow, Manchester, Bradford, Rotherham 
Birmingham, and East and West London, Old 
Labour’s surviving white working class 
political organisations are being challenged 
and taken over by Asian careerists. 

Considering how keen they were to foist the 
multi-racial society on the rest of us in the first 
place, we can’t say that we feel sorry for the 
shipwrecked leftists, but we’ll be happy to 
pick up survivors who have learned their lesson. 


on 


The price of appeasement 


While our hearts went out to the young 
families of the two policemen murdered in a 
cowardly sneak attack by the IRA, we seethed 
at the nauseating hypocrisy of the ‘moderate’ 
Dublin wing of the “Pan-Nationalist Front” 
and their treacherous allies in deceit in 
Westminster. If these petty Irish imperialists 
and Tory and Labour cowards hadn’t spent the 
last 28 years forcing the security forces to fight 
the IRA with both hands tied beind their 
backs, the ‘war’ would have been over long 
ago — and yet another little boy wouldn’t 
have been sobbing on his mum’s shoulder at 
his daddy’s funeral. 


Feminism is dead! 


This was the message of the front page of The 
Independent on 12th June, which showed how 
science has demolished the feminist theory 
that differences between the sexes are largely 
or wholly determined by environmental and 
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cultural factors during childhood. 

Not only is it now proven beyond any 
possibility of doubt that the differences between 
men and women are genetically determined, 
but a team of British researchers have even 
pinpointed the origins of those differences to 
a single location on one chromosome. 

The discovery was made by scientists at the 
Institute of Child Health, led by Professor 
David Skuse, and publicised in the science 
journal Nature. They found that the X 
chromosome — one of the two which 
determines an individual’s sex — includes an 
‘intuition’ gene. Although carried by both 
males and females, it only functions in women. 
As a result, girls are genetically programmed 
to empathise with others and to recognise 
social norms without being taught them, while 
boys have to be taught to behave according to 
the values of their society. Says the Professor:- 


“Feminine intuition comes about by 
observing non-verbal behaviour. It has a 
genetic origin. It’s nothing to do with 
hormones. Boys aren’t poor at this because 
of testosterone. It’s because of the X 
chromosome. While girls pick up social skills 
from those around them, boys are a blank 
slate to be written upon. The question is, why 
is it advantageous for males to be socially 
insensitive? We don’t know for sure. 

“Tt could mean that it’s easier fora dominant 
male in a tribe to recruit them to.a Hunting 
party — or even for war. I don’t think many 
young women would be prepared to go into 
the face of guns. like young men did at 
Gallipoli. And being less empathic makes it 
easier to go out and kill somebody.” 


With this single piece of research, the 
geneticists have destroyed the founding myth 
of human sexual equality, together with the 
‘intellectual’ rationale for all the crazy social 
engineering experiments which it has 
produced, from non-sexist nursery games to 
putting women in combat roles in the military. 

The same can also be said of the impact of 
scientific discovery on the equally groundless 
myth of human racial equality, although the 
greater importance laid by the powerful lobbies 


_ of Political Correctness on this other prop of 


the liberal madhouse means that the 
conclusions reached by researchers in this 
field have still not appeared on the front pages 
of national newspapers. But this breakthrough 
is only a matter of time. The massive 
international scientific effort known as the 
Human Genome Project — the largest co- 
ordinated research project in the history of the 
world — which is due for completion in 2005, 
willmap and catalogue racial and ethnic genetic 
differences, adding an overwhelming weight 
of evidence to the already incontrovertible 
scientific proof that the egalitarian assumptions 
ofthe multi-racialists are baseless superstitions. 

- One by one, the myths underpinning 
liberalism are vanishing like mist in the 
morning. sunshine. After the darkness and 
imposed ignorance of the twentieth century 
comes the light of a new dawn. 
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SOME OF MY best friends are 
conservatives. I sincerely like them and I 
admire them for their genuine virtues: for 
their sense of propriety and personal 
integrity in an age of corruption, for their 
independent spirit and their willingness to 
stand on their own feet in an increasingly 
paternalistic society. 

Therefore, I hope my conservative friends 
will forgive me for what I am about to write. 


A Tragic Choice 
There is not the least doubt in my mind that 

if I were forced to cast my lot with either 
American conservatism or with the left — old 
or new — I would choose conservatism. 

But, fortunately, none of us is faced with 
sucha limited choice. It would surely be tragic 
if we were. It would be tragic in the great 
sense, in the Spenglerian sense. We would be 
making the choice of Spengler’s Roman soldier 
whose bones were found in front of a door in 
Pompeii — who, during the eruption of 
Vesuvius, died at his post because they forgot 
to relieve him. We would be choosing what is 
right and honorable and in accord with the 
traditions of our race — and certain to fail. 

For conservatives cannot possibly emerge 
victorious from the life-or-death struggle in 
which they are presently engaged. Although 
their opponents on the radical left may not 
attain their own goals — indeed, cannot attain 
them, because they are based on an erroneous 
conception ofman and Nature — conservatives 
have proved themselves utterly incapable of 
preventing the destruction of their own world 
by those same radical leftists. 


Revolutionary Advantage 

Conservatives cannot win because the 
enemy to which they are opposed is a 
revolutionary enemy — an enemy with 
revolutionary goals and guided by a 
revolutionary way of life. 

The advantage has always lain — and will 
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American author and 
radio broadcaster 
Dr. WILLIAM PIERCE 


tells us why 


CONSERVATIVES 
CANNOT WIN 


always lie — on the side of the contender who. 


is prepared to take the offensive, rather than 
maintaining a defensive position only. And 
the elementary natures of the conservative and 
the revolutionary determine that the one shall 
always play an essentially defensive role and 
the other an offensive role. 


Besieged vs. Besieger 

This offensive/defensive dichotomy does 
not apply absolutely to tactics, of course, but 
it does to strategy. The conservative may 
launch brief counterattacks — he may sally 
forth from his fortress to harry his revolutionary 
besieger — but in the long run he is always the 
besieged and the revolutionary the besieger. 

The goal of the conservative is to protect 
what is, or, at the extreme, to restore what 
recently was. The goal of the revolutionary is 
to radically transform what is, or to do away 
with it altogether, so that it can be replaced by 
something entirely different. 


Raceless Nirvana 

Thus, the conservative talks of “restoring 
the Constitution,” ofhalting crime in the streets, 
of keeping down taxes, of fighting the spread 
of drugs and pornography, of keeping Big 
Government in check. And the leftist strives 
for a utopia in which there shall be no war, no 
‘repression’, no ‘discrimination’, no ‘racism’, 
no bounds on the individual’s freedom of 
action — a raceless and effortless nirvana of 
‘love’ and ‘equality’ and plenty. 


Never-Never Land 

The conservative’s goals may seem 
reasonable enough — and attainable. The 
leftist’s goals, on the other hand, lie in anever- 
never land far beyond the horizon of reality 
And that is precisely what gives the advantage 
to the left. When the conservative makes some 
minor gain — getting a ‘constructionist’ on 
the Supreme Court or a Republican in the 
White House — he is likely to act as if he had 


just won the whole war. He sees the 
achievement ofhis aims just around the corner, 
he lowers his guard, and he settles back to en- 
joy the fruits of his imagined victory. But the 
leftist is never satisfied, regardless of what 
concessions are made to his side, for his goals 
always remain as remote as before. 

The conservative works in fits and spurts. 
He reacts with alarm to new depredations 
from the left, but is satisfied ifhe is able to fall 
back, regroup his wagons, and establish anew 
line of defence. The leftist keeps on pushing, 
probing, advancing, taking a step back now 
and then, but only to be able to take three steps 
forward later. 


Defeat by Halves 

If the leftist makes new demands — for 
example, for the forced racial integration of 
schools or housing — the conservative will 
oppose them with a plea to maintain 
‘neighbourhood’ schools and ‘freedom of 
association’. When the smoke clears, the 
leftist will have won perhaps half what he 
demanded, and the conservative will have lost 
half what he tried to preserve. 

But then the conservative will accept the 
new status quo, as if things had always been 
that way, and prepare to defend it against fresh 
attacks from the left with the same ineptitude 
he displayed in defending the old position. 


Evil Ideology 

This continually shifting position is almost 
as great a disadvantage to the conservative as 
is his chronic inability to grasp the initiative. 
The revolutionary left has an ideology, evil 
and unnatural though it may be, and from this 
ideology come the unity and the continuity of 
purpose which are indispensable prerequisites 
for victory. 

What can conservatives, on the other hand, 
look to as a fighting credo, an immutable 
principle for which they are willing to sacrifice 
all? They have been retreating so rapidly for 


the last 50 years or so that they have completely 
lost sight of the earlier ground on which they 
stood. It has simply receded over the 
ideological horizon. 


‘Racists’ Are Radicals 

Consider race, for example. Over half a 
century ago men like Madison Grant and 
Lothrop Stoddard were spokesmen for the 
conservative position on race. They argued 
eloquently, albeit defensively, for the 
preservation of America’s racial identity by 
maintaining strict barriers against 
miscegenation, adopting sound immigration 
controls, and applying eugenic standards to 
the problem of population quality. Today no 
‘responsible’ conservative would be caught 
with the books of either of these men in his 
living-room bookcase, for by present 
conservative standards they are both ‘racists’ 
— hence, ‘radicals,’ rather than safely 
respectable conservatives. 


Saving the Constitution 

Is there any granite outcrop in the midst of 
the shifting sands — any firm common ground 
on which conservatives can rally? 

The defense of the Constitution, perhaps? 

The Constitution no longer exists, except 
as ascrap of paper in the National Archives. Its 
relevance became nil when it was no longer 
able to serve the purpose its authors intended 
for it. 

Ensuring domestic tranquility and 
promoting the general welfare are quite 
different undertakings today than they were 
200 years ago. Even sucha fundamental portion 
of the Constitution as its ironclad guarantee of 
the right to keep and bear arms has proved to 
be as worthless as the paper it was written on. 
Nor did the Constitution’s explicit ban against 
legislators who give aid and comfort to our 
enemies serve to prevent the United States 
Senate from becoming a hotbed of treason 
during the Vietnam war. 


Free-Enterprise Pitfall 
How about rescuing the American free- 


Conservatism 


enterprise svstem from the evil machinations 
of Big Government? 

As a matter of fact, the free-enterprise 
system was still relatively intact during the 
period when alien forces subverted our 
government and took over our country, and it 
cannot be said that free enterprise slowed 
them down even one little bit. The people who 
gained control of our biggest newspapers and 
our motion-picture industry and our radio and 
TV networks did so with the aid of free 
enterprise, rather than in spite of it. 


More than Economics 

These comments should not be considered 
a condemnation of free enterprise per se, nor 
a belittling of the importance of economic 
problems in general; more than one nation has 
gone to ruin through economic mis- 
management. The point is that America’s 
problems today go far deeper than any 
Constitutional or economic reforms can hope 
to cure or even substantially ameliorate. 

The youth of America are smart enough to 
recognize these things for themselves, and, 
consequently, are not to be blamed for having 
few tears to shed for the demise of either the 
Constitution or /aissez-faire capitalism. 

The left can find plenty ofmisguided young 
fanatics willing to set themselves afire or blow 
up a police station in order to further the cause 
of ‘equality’ or ‘peace.’ But the idea of young 
men and women assembling bombs in candle- 
lit cellars to put an end to the progressive 
income tax or social security deductions is 
simply ridiculous. 

Until conservatives can offer something 
more inspiring, not many young Americans 
will rally to their standard. 

Conservatism’s two principal failings, lack 
of a spirit of aggressive activism and lack of 
any Clearly defined ideological basis, go hand 
in hand. The one cannot be had without the 
other. 


Ultimate Goals 
In the words of an outstanding anti- 
communist leader:- 


“The lack of a great, creative idea always 
signifies a limitation of fighting ability. A 
firm conviction of the right to use each and 
any weapon is always bound up with a 
fanatical belief in the necessity of the victory 
of a revolutionary new order on this earth. © 
A movement which is not fighting for such 
ultimate goals and ideals will never seize 
upon the ultimate weapon.” 


And, needless to say, will never emerge 
victorious from a struggle with an opponent 
who isso motivated, such as the multi-racialists, 
political correctness freaks and New World 
Order fanatics who are working ceaselessly to 
destroy all we hold dear. 


Revolutionary vs. Revolutionary 

Though conservatism cannot win against 
the left, a new revolutionary force, with the 
spiritual basis that conservatism lacks, and 
advancing with even more boldness and 
determination than the forces of the left, can 
win! 

That new revolutionary force is being built 
now. Its ranks are being filled with disciplined, 
idealistic young Americans. 

They have examined and found wanting 
both the drugs-and-sex libertinism of the left 
and the economic libertinism of the right. 


A New Order 

They are fighting for a new order in 
American life, based not on the fads and 
whims of the moment, but on the fundamental 
values of race and personality — values which 
once led Western man to the mastery of the 
earth and which can yet regain that mastery for 
him and lead him on to the conquest of the 
universe. 

They know that the time is long past 
when conservative rhetoric or conservative 
votes might have saved the day. They 
understand that America’s salvation must 
now come from young men and women of 
revolutionary spirit and outlook who are 
through talking and instead are willing to 
do whatever is necessary to take back their 
country. 


Instead of a postive push for total 
separation, conservatives 
responded to the ‘civil rights’ 
agitation of the 1960s with haif- 
hearted efforts to defend an 
unattactive status quo. As a result 
they were forced to retreat. Once 
the liberals had won the battle for 
‘equality’ , they started to push for 
‘positive discrimination’. The 
retreat continues today — with 
’60s draft-dodgers and extremist 
agitators like Bill Clinton and 
Peter Hain in top government 
positions throughout the West — 
and will go on until the long-silent 
white majority finds a positive 
voice and ideology of its own 
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NEMESIS FOR THE TORIES: 
A POSTSCRIPT 


JOHN TYNDALL follows up his article of last 
month, taking a cue from an American experience 


SHORTLY after completing my contrib- 
ution to last month’s Spearhead, in which I 
analysed the Tory debacle in the recent 
general election, I chanced to read Dr. 
William Pierce’s article ‘Why Conserv- 
atives can’t win’, written in the United 
States in 1971 for his newspaper Attack and 
later published in leaflet form. I had read 
this article many years ago, but a fresh 
perusal of it uncovered some points that 
seemed especially relevant to the situation 
with Conservatism in Britain today. Hence 
the reprint in this month’s Spearhead and 
some comments of my own which follow 
here. 

The term ‘Conservative’ in America does 
not mean exactly what it means in this country, 
but there are some close similar-ities. In Britain, 
‘Conservative’ is perceived first and foremost 
to apply to a political party which for a long 
time has constituted a broad coalition between 
traditional conservatives (small ‘c’) and 
economic liberals and globalists, with the 
latter element exercising an increasingly 
dominant influence over the past four decades. 
My article last month attempted to show how 
this creeping liberalisation of the Tory Party 
has been the chief factor in its decline. 

American Conservatism does not relate to a 
political party of that name but describes a set 
of ideological values fairly closely akin to 
those of the right wing of the Tory Party in 
Britain which, as indicated, have been steadily 
on the retreat for some considerable time. If 
the Republican Party in the United States is to 
be equated roughly with the Conservative 
Party here, the ‘conservatives’ within that 
Republican Party may be considered the 
nearest equivalents to those constituting the 
British Tory right. 

In view of current speculation that, in the 
wake of their election disaster, the Tories will 
experience a swing back to the right and a 
consequent weakening of the influence of the 
globalists, observations of conservatism in 
America made from a local standpoint should 
be of some interest in Britain. 


Evolution of the left 


The main weakness in Dr. Pierce’s analysis 
is that, being written more than a quarter of a 
century ago, it is somewhat ‘dated’. This is 
especially so in respect of references to the 
‘radical left’. With the collapse of communism 
over most of the world and the fact that overtly 
far-left movements both sides of the Atlantic 
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today have little more than a nuisance value in 
politics, ‘radical leftism’ might appear on the 
face of things to have receded as a threat. The 
impression might seem further strengthened 
by the retreat of the left in Britain’s Labour 
Party and the shift of that party towards the 
centre. This, however, would be a very wrong 
judgement. The truth is that the most important 
parts of the agenda of the radical left to which 
Dr. Pierce refers have been incorporated into 
the policies of mainstream parties and have 
become articles of faith to most western 
governments. These include race equality and 
‘anti-discrimination’; virtually unlimited 
individual freedom; and, not least, the decline 
of patriotism and the nation-state and the 
corresponding advancement of the concept of 
‘world order’. We should look for the radical 
leftist today — at least in his most dangerous 
form — not among the ranks of street 
demonstrators but in city council chambers, 
school classrooms, TV studios and the vital 
departments of government. 

With allowance for these later develop- 
ments, what Dr. Pierce says about conserv- 
atism in its response to the demands of the 
radical left is substantially correct. 


The types of people 
who are conservatives 


Dr. Pierce’s opening words ought to strike 
immediate chords with us. Those who lean 
towards a politically conservative outlook 
generally constitute the better elements of 
society. By comparison with leftists, they are 
more prepossessing when you meet them; 


they look healthier and stronger physically; - 


they are better mannered; they are more 
intelligent; they will be found, on average, to 
be making more ofasuccess of their lives both 
occupationally and socially; there is order 
about both their homes and their persons; they 
tend to live by disciplines and rules and observe 
higher moral standards. They are the kinds of 
people who form the essential backbone of a 
nation. 

The more the tragedy, then, that they are 
dangerously deluded about the nature of the 
times into which they are born, the extremity 
of the dangers that face their nation, race and 
civilisation, and the measures that must be 
employed to meet those dangers. 

Not that all of them are deluded of course. 
But the great problem is that, due to the 
positions in society and the agreeable lifestyles 
that they are able to achieve for themselves by 


way of their superior attributes, they have 
much more to lose by embroiling themselves 
in the flames of bitter political controversy. 
Prudence counsels them to find ways of being 
faithful to their principles without venturing 
into what Seems to them the dangerous 
minefield of ‘extremism’ — the latter being 
defined much more by the fashionable 
consensus of the day than by any rational 
exercise of conscience or judgement on their 
own part. 

Conservatism offers just such a way. It is at 
the same time acreed which, as Dr. Pierce has 
said, is doomed to defeat. 

Were our society of today a well-adjusted 
one, functional and in good health and not 
menaced by any deadly enemies dedicated to 
its destruction, it would be otherwise. Then 
the conservative position would be both the 
logical and the right one to adopt. But when 
that society has become hopelessly 
dysfunctional, and when its enemies have 
already made deep inroads into it — to the 
point of having occupied some of the 
commanding heights of power, conservatism 
as a survival mechanism is utterly inadequate 
and bound to fail. 


Defensive 


This is so because, as Dr. Pierce has 
explained, the pathology of conservatism is 
essentially defensive. It exists to preserve the 
status-quo rather than fight for dynamic 
change. If that status-quo is basically sound, 
all well and good. But if it is already rotten 
beyond repair, a strategy of mere preservation 
can never suffice. Always, the conservative 
will find himself retreating. As Dr. Pierce 
says... 


‘*He reacts with alarm to new depredations 
from the left, but is satisfied if he is able to 
fall back, regroup his wagons and establish 
a new line of defence. The leftist keps on 
pushing, probing, advancing, taking a step 
back now and then, but only to be able to 
take three steps forward later. 

“If the leflist makes new demands — for 
example for the forced racial integration of 
schools or housing ~~ the conservative will 
oppose them with a plea to maintain 
‘neighbourhood’ schools and ‘freedom of 
association.” When the smoke clears, the 
leftist will have won perhaps halfofwhat he 
demanded, and the conservative will have 
lost half of what he tricd to preserve. 
**But then the conservative will accept the 
new status quo, as if things had always been 


that way, and prepare to defend it against 

fresh attacks from the left with the same 

ineptitude he displayed in defending the old 
position.”’ 

The above quotation relates of course to 
the American scene. To understand it in its 
British context, let us look at the issue of 
immigration as it first emerged in the 1950s. 
Then, with no large ethnic minority population 
yet existing in this country, the issue centred 
upon prevention of one being imported. Right- 
wingers in the Tory Party — the true 
‘conservatives’ as opposed to the liberals and 
globalists who shared the same party label — 
argued against non-white immigration being 
allowed. They lost that argument, largely 
because of the aggressive way in which their 
opponents conducted it — accusing them of 
being ‘racist’, ‘white supremacist’, even 
‘fascist’. Terrified of such labels, the 
conservatives retreated. 

And they went on retreating, and retreating, 
and retreating. With every aggressive advance 
of the pro-immigration and multi-racialist 
lobby and its policies, conservatives did as 
Pierce said they always do. They fell back to 
establish a new line of defence. They no 
longer opposed immigration on racial grounds 
but did so on grounds of ‘numbers’. It was 
alright some immigrants coming in, but we 
shouldn’t allow too many. And aside from the 
‘numbers’ argument, they discovered another. 
Immigration should be subject to ‘controls’ 
because without them there would be a threat 
to ‘racial harmony’. 

By now, conservatives could be seen to 
have adopted much of their opponents’ 
position. ‘Racial harmony’ was the goal, for 
conservatives just as for leftists, the only 
difference being over how it was best achieved. 
Gone was any suggestion that the most 
important thing at stake was the preservation 
of the racial identity of the British people — 
no doubt a consideration very much in the 
forefront of conservative thinking when the 
argument began, but now long abandoned as 
an ‘indefensible’ position in favour of 
retirement to one further back, where the 
wagons could be regrouped and a new line of 
defence established — only for this new line to 
be abandoned in its turn when the next leftist 
onslaught occurred. 


Surrender 


Conservatives had in fact surrendered the 
‘racist’ position and gone over to the ‘anti- 
racists’, though there was no logical or moral 
reason why they ever had to do so. In as much 
as that ‘racist’ position involved the 
safeguarding of their own race and not (as 
leftist mythology would have it) the hatred of 
other races, it was a perfectly reasonable and 
respectable position to hold. Conservatism 
should have held it and maintained it stoutly, 
yet such is the conservative mind afflicted 
with the spirit of capitulation and retreat this 
was just too much trouble, too much inviting 
of conflict. Better abandon it, conservatives 


Conservatism 


concluded, and withdraw to a safer one further 
back. 

Those conservatives who opposed non-white 
immigration in the 1950s because they saw in 
it a threat to the racial identity of Britain were 
of course absolutely right. Yet those same 
conservatives today — those of them who are 
still around plus their ideological heirs and 
successors — would never dream of endorsing 
obligatory repatriation ofnon-Whites, though 
this is the only possible logic of a position 
which in the first place insisted that non-white 
immigration was disastrously wrong. The 
conservative of today would protest that it is 
too late for such a programme to be adopted 


because there are too many of the ethnic | @ 


minorities now here, and to remove them 
without their consent would be an intolerable 
violation of their ‘rights’. All this really 
represents is just another example of falling 
back to a new defensive position. The new 
position is that there must be firm ‘controls’ on 
further immigration, but the large ethnic 
minority presence that now exists in Britain 
must be accepted. 

And these same conservatives will no doubt 
be heard in ten years’ time — after such 
‘controls’ as they now advocate have been 
completely inadequate to stem the flood — 
repeating the same defensive argumentas they 
are putting forward today: strict ‘controls’ on 
further entry but no forced repatriation! 


Retreat over Europe 


It has been much the same with the issue of 
Europe. Traditional conservatives in the Tory 
Party opposed European entry when it began 
to become an issue in the MacMillan era. In 
due course they surrendered that position and 
retreated to a position somewhat to the rear: 
instead of opposing British membership of 
what was then called the ‘Common Market’, 
they contented themselves with seeking mere 
‘safeguards’ that within the framework of. 
membership certain British interests would be 
protected and the extremes of political and 
monetary union avoided. Many of them 
endorsed what in those years was called the 
‘Common Market Safeguards Campaign’. 
After Britain joined the EEC (as it was then 
called) in 1973, it became virtual heresy in the 
Tory Party to suggest that this act be undone 
and that we leave, and consequently even 
people on the Tory ‘right’ avoided ever 
suggesting such a course. The whole of the 
debate now centred on what kind of ‘deal’ 
could be negotiated for Britain within Europe. 
This is where the debate stands today; the 
Tories who are unhappy about the way things 
are heading Euro-wise call themselves ‘Euro- 
sceptics’. Ifasked whether they actually favour 
withdrawal from Europe, they rush with almost 
indecent haste to declare that they do not. Yet 
withdrawal has remained, and is today, the 
only logical alternative to a European policy 
which has been in every way disastrous from 
the word go. It is rejected by conservatives, 
not because it is fundamentally wrong, but 


The notorious Karl Marx. But revolution 
does not have to come from the left alone 


because it represents a position that 
conservatives long ago surrendered in favour 
of one which, from the political point of view, 
seemed more defensible. Having surrendered 
that position, they find it inconceivable that it 
might be retaken in a counter-attack. That 
would mean taking the offensive, and such a 
strategy is utterly alien to the conservative 
mentality. 


Redefining revolution 


Dr. Pierce may have touched a raw nerve in 
the sensibilities of some readers (both his and 
ours) by his use of the word ‘revolutionary’ in 
a positive, non-derogatory context. Surely, the 
conservative will say, being revolutionary 
means being on the left. Herein lies our problem 
with conservatives. 

The natural conservative instinct is to defend 
the existing political and social order against 
those who would overthrow it. That is fine — 
just as long as that political and social order are 
sound and remain intact. 

But what ifthe overthrow of the once-existing 
political and social order has largely been 
accomplished, and the left now occupies — at 
least in large part — the commanding heights 
of power? What if a situation is reached in 
which it is truer to say that the left represents 
the status quo than that the right does? 

Surely, the only possible response to such a 
situation .is that the right must discard its 
defensive strategy and go on the attack. It must 
think in terms of winning new positions rather 
than preserving old ones. 

The right, in such a situation, has to represent 
the forces that stand for radical change. It 
therefore has to recognise that its aims are, in 
essence, not reactionary but revolutionary. 

This does not mean that the right must stand 
for the overthrow of the status quo by the 
method of armed uprising. In modern Britain 
— as distinct from remote banana republics — 
that is not how things happen. 

But it does mean that people on the right — 
assuming, as not everyone would wish to do, 
that we accept the description of ‘right?’ — 

Cont. overleaf 
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How the cheap labour cult ts 
destroying America's heartland 


This informative article first appeared in 
Middle American News, PO Box 17088, 
Raleigh, NC 27619, USA 


UNNOTICED by Washington, DC, and 
the nation’s urban intelligentsia, the way of 
life of hundreds of thousands of Americans 
in the nation’s cultural and geographical 
centre is being trampled underfoot in the 
destructive, profit-driven race to harness 
the new Holy Grail of the global economy 
— cheap labour. 

Streaking across the globalists’ horizon 
like some divine comet worshipped by a 
modern suicide-cult of politicians, CEO’s, 
and stock speculators, cheap labour is not 
only luring companies to relocate abroad, but 
also enticing corporations to import Third 
World workers for operations here at home, 
with devastating consequences. 

Until recent years, the cultural and 
demographic changes wrought by mass 
immigration were mostly limited to U.S. 
border areas or coastal states, such as New 
York, Florida, Texas, and California. 
Demographers like William Frey at the 
University of Michigan have already 
chronicled the dramatic domestic migrations 


of low-skilled native-born workers as they’ 


are pushed by cultural and economic 
competition out of those states most heavily 
impacted by immigration. But today the 
heartland itself, comprising America’s core 


Cont. from page 7 

must be infused by a revolutionary spirit, by a 
crusading zeal directed to the building of a 
new nation rather than to the preservation of 
what remains of the old. 

For that revolutionary spirit, that crusading 
zeal, are, as Pierce has said, the only banners 
that will attract and motivate the kind of 
idealistic young people essential to our victory. 


Rules of warfare 


It is elementary that in warfare the weapons 
and tactics needed for defensive and offensive 
action are fundamentally different. Some types 
of troops are superb defenders of entrenched 
positions, but when used in attack are out of 
their depth, not being trained either 
operationally or psychologically for such a 
role. Some weapons — notably machine guns, 
anti-tank and anti-aircraft guns and fighter 
aircraft — are designed mainly for defensive 
purposes. Others— notably tanks, submarines 
and bomber aircraft — are designed mainly 
for offensive purposes. Even commanders 
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of small towns in states like Iowa, Nebraska, 
Tennessee and Kentucky, is under a 
commercial/multi-cultural assault that may 
very well change the face of America forever. 

Throughout the Midwest, giant 
corporations — particularly in the meat- 
packing industry — are taking advantage of 
profitable ‘underground railroads’ that recruit 
workers from Mexican cities and transplant 
them by the thousands into America’s heart- 
land where they settle uninvited in small 
communities, ready for daily factory work. 

For many immigrant workers, the U.S. 
is a kind of gringo paradise, complete with 
clean, picket-fence neighbourhoods, abundant 
consumer goods and helpful welfare workers. 
But for the natives, the result is ravaged 
communities, deteriorating standards of living, 
environmental degradation, crime, and 
cultural chaos. 

Nowhere is that more painfully evident 
than in Storm Lake, Iowa, population 8,700. 
As part of alarger economic pattern unfolding 
in many other small communities throughout 
the heartland, a corporate meat-packing giant 
known as IBP took over a local hog-processing 
plant. Soon the town was radically 
transformed. 

A steady stream of immigrant workers 
from Mexico were hired to kill, cut, and 
package up to 13,000 hogs a day. Here the 
wages for immigrant workers are twenty 
times what can be earned back home — $7 to 
$10 per hour compared to $4 a day — yet 


sometimes need to be different; one who is 
magnificent on the defensive may be clueless 
on the offensive. 

The political equivalent of the defensive 
strategy, weaponry and mentality is 
conservatism. Its instinct is to defend a position 
for as long as it thinks that position can be 
defended without undue bloodshed, then to 
retreat to a safer position which may — just for 
a while — be better defended, and so on 
always backwards. It is incapable of counter- 
attack because such things do not exist in its 
psychology or its language. 

In the context of modern British politics, it 
is no longer the time for defending positions 
because there are scarcely any positions left to 
be defended. Virtually all the positions are 
now occupied by the enemy. They can only be 
taken back by offensive tactics geared to an 
offensive strategy. And that means troops, 
weapons and leadership suited to offensive 
action. 


It means that, in our times, conservatism 
will not suffice. 


often still low enough that a large immigrant 
family qualifies for welfare and other Yanqui 
assistance, including free housing, free 
medical care, and free education for their 
children in their own native language. 

The key to keeping the wages low is 
finding a large enough pool of labour willing 
to accept the offered rate: Most Americans 
prefer working for a wage that keeps them off 
of welfare. But to labourers used to earning 
a fraction of what IBP offers, the wage rate 
is a windfall. 

IBP denies recruiting illegal aliens 
knowingly. After all, the company points out, 
federal law conveniently prohibits employers 
from subjecting foreigners to ‘discriminatory’ 
screening. But federal investigators say the 
numbers of illegal immigrants working in the 
meat-packing industry are far too large for 
the companies not to know. 

“There are 220 packing plants in Iowa 
and Nebraska,” said Jerry Heinauer, director 
of the INS. “Our estimate is that 25 percent 
of the workers in those plants are illegal.” 


‘Refugees’ as cheap labour 


In Storm Lake, IBP first recruited 
Laotian refugees invited to the US by 
Congress. In 1992, IBP had 300 Asian 
workers, but needed more. Officially, IBP 
recruits in places like Texas where it advertises 
in Spanish-language media; but prospects are 
more abundant across the border in Mexico. 

Carlos Sanchez Martinez, who admits 
he has worked in the US. illegally since 1958 
according to U.S. News and World Report, 
has helped bring workers from Santa Rio, 
Mexico, to Storm Lake. Sanchez told U.S. 
News that someone from IBP paid him $150 
each for illegal aliens he brought from Mexico. 
Many from Santa Rio, nearly 2,000 miles 
from Storm Lake, simply abandon their 
families to leave for Iowa and never return. 

The effects on this once-pleasant 
community founded by Germans and 
Scandinavians have been dramatic. 

Storm Lake once had little crime, but 
now arrests have doubled. Murder, once 
unheard-of, now happens twice a year. The 
town’s public schools are forced by federal 
law to provide Spanish language instruction 
for more than a fifth of the 1,800 students. 
The school-age population of immigrants and 
their descendants is growing so rapidly that 
last year’s fall kindergarten class was nearly 
50 percent nonwhite. The tax-supported Buena 
Vista County Hospital, which by law must 
treat everyone who comes in looking for help, 
has watched its annual unpaid medical claims 
skyrocket from about $146,000 a few years 


ago to more than $2.4 million today. 

“We’re seeing things that we’ve never 
seen before,” said James Nelson, the hospital’s 
administrator. “Parasites that people have 
only read about in books — we’ve never had 
them.” Tuberculosis is also making a deadly 
comeback as the county struggles to meet its 
soaring medical expenses. Last year, 380 
persons were being treated for TB, an increase 
from 160 the year before. Local physicians 
have pleaded with IBP to pay for mandatory 
tests for its workers, but IBP has thus far 
declined. 


Big business benefits 


To justify and rationalise IBP’s pursuit 
of immigrant labour, local elites in the church, 
media and politics preach to the community 
that America is a ‘nation of immigrants’ and 
‘a multi-cultural society’, rich in diversity 
and selfless love for all mankind. But many 
local residents aren’t buying the 
sentimentality. They view that ideology merely 
as a cover story for corporate profits. 

“The newspapers print this stuff that 
we’re all one big happy family,” one dispirited 
native told U.S. News. “That’s just bull****,” 
she said. 

IBP has spent thousands to 
propagandise the community, including 
$20,000 to build the town’s ‘Field of Dreams’ 
sports complex, where soccer matches are 
designed to overcome cultural barriers 


LISTEN TO NATIONALIST RADIO! 
For latest broadcast details and frequencies 
worldwide send a large stamped addressed 

envelope to: Life Rune Books, BCM Box 6089, 
London WCIN 3XX Internet sites http:// 

www.natvan.com and http://www.natall.com 


A nationalist 
vocabulary 


Alien 

Any person within the territory of a 
nation-state who is not of the same 
racial stock as its native people. 


Asylum-seekers 
Euphemism for illegal immigrants. 
Genuine political refugees would and 
should seek sanctuary as close to 
their own country and racial roots as 
possible. The fact that so many so- 
called asylum-seekers travel half-way 
round the world to reach the affluent 
West is evidence enough of their 
fraudulent status. 


Bimbo 
Slang term for physically attractive 
media woman with a good speaking 
voice and politically correct attitude 
and vocabulary. 


Bigotry 
Obstinate adherence to preconceived 
notions in the face of reliable 
contradictory evidence. Applies ta 
ideological fanaticism, social 
engineering and such. One cannot, of 
course, be ‘bigoted’ about what is 
manifestly true or not seriously 
challenged (and on this basis the 
Race and Nation patriot is the natural 
enemy of all real bigots). People are 
apt to call themselves and their 
friends ‘dedicated’, ‘committed’, ‘loyal’ 
and so on; whereas their enemies 
are ‘bigoted’ or ‘extremist’ or 
‘fanatical’ 


between Anglos, Hispanics and Asians. But 
one soccer game between Hispanics and 
Laotians erupted in gunfire. Undaunted, IBP 
helped start a ‘diversity task force’ to teach 
local English-speaking whites how to change 
their ways to accommodate the newcomers. 

Now, many native-born Americans are 
starting to leave Storm Lake. “A lot of families 
have already left who wanted to retire here — 
that’s ashame,” said one Storm Lake woman. 
“I won’t retire in Storm Lake. We need to 
come to the point where we way: ‘IBP, we 
don’t want you’.” 

As for IBP, it is doing quite well 
financially. As the nation’s largest meat- 
packer, it earned $257 million in profit in 
1995. Company Chairman Robert Peterson 
got a $5.2 million bonus in addition to his $1 
million-a-year salary. 

As the transformation of the heartland 
speeds apace, one unanswered question 
hangs over these communities devastated 
by the mass immigration policies adopted 
by Congress: Does this unique group of 
middie American people in Storm Lake 
have the right to preserve their heritage 
and way of life; or are they doomed to 
participate in the mass suicide ordered by 
their nation’s leaders? In light of the 
profit-driven political and moral climate 
created by US elites, it is a question no one 
in America dares to ask publicly, much less 


Biosphere 
Collective term for the totality of life- 
forms on the planet and the 

environmental conditions permitting 
their survival. 


Balance of Power 
In the last resort all power is military: 
wars are won by those with superior 
manpower or weaponry or both. The 
white race is massively outnumbered 
by other races, and would long since 
have been subjugated or massacred 
but for its superior weaponry and 
skills and other unique attributes. It is 
therefore manifest treachery to 
supply advanced weaponry to other 
races. F. K-J 


answer. ; 


CORRECTION. In last month’s article on Pauline 
Hanson, the words ‘and genocidal’ were. added to a 
reference to the Indonesian Govenment. The author of 
the article has asked us to point out that he has never 
made or supported such an accusation, and favours a 
policy of Australian-Indonesian friendship. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS. For your copy of our 
latest catalogue of nationalist, revisionist and 
music videos (VHS) send two first-class 
stamps to: Freedom Videos, Box 1, Forest 

House, Liss Forest, Hants, GU33 7DD. 
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On an 2 A A KY 


THE FORCE TO SAVE BRITAIN 


Dr. MARK DEAVIN explains why he left UKIP for the BNP 


FOR nearly two years, between 1994 and 
1996, I was a member of the governing 


executive of the United Kingdom 


Independence Party (UKIP) and, among 
_ other responsibilities, was given the task of 
setting up the party’s research department. 
At the end of May this year the leader of 
UKIP, Dr. Alan Sked, after co-operating 
with Searchlight magazine, sent out a 
membership bulletin alleging that I and 
several other key people within the party 
were secretly working to take it over and 
merge it with the BNP. 

Sked announced that I was being summarily 
_ expelled from the party, and a few days later he 
inflicted the same treatment on David Lott, the 
National Organiser, and Nigel Farage, the 
only UKIP candidate to save a deposit at the 
recent general election: As a consequence of 
Sked’s actions, UKIP unity has been shattered 
and, as the rowdy scenes at its recent emergency 
meeting at the LSE showed, it stands on the 
verge of complete disintegration. 

The facts of the matter, however, are very 
different from the way Sked has tried to present 
them. There was no underhand conspiracy to 
destroy UKIP. What did exist, however, was 
a growing body of reasoned opinion which 
was convinced, in the light of UKIP’s 
tremendous disappointment over its general 
- election results (its members had been told 
that they would save many deposits, perhaps 
~ even win some seats!) that the time had come 
for closer cooperation with patriots from other 
political parties. In particular, there was a 
growing awareness that under Sked’s 
leadership UKIP would never break out of the 
‘politically correct’ ghetto in which he seemed 
determined to confine it. (He has to keep 
writing those articles for The Guardian after 
all!) 


Cheated 

The whole episode has highlighted more 
_ than ever the fundamental and irreconcilable 
division which has long existed at the heart of 
UKIP between a leadership whose agenda is 
basically liberal and internationalist, and a 
membership whose political leanings are 
largely conservative and nationalist. It is now 
being realised by an ever growing number of 
UKIP members that for the past four years 
they have been effectively cheated by the 
party leadership. While they were led to 
believe that UKIP represented genuine, 
patriotic principles, their leadership was 
actually working to take the party in a very 
different direction. 

It is generally agreed within the UKIP 
membership that the major impetus to the 
party’s growth after its formation out of the 
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Anti-Federalist League in 1993 was the way in 
which it was able to present itself to the general 
public as carrying forward the legacy of Enoch 
Powell. At the Newbury by-election in 1992, 
for example, Powell had publicly endorsed 
the AFL candidate and spoke at a packed 
meeting of over five hundred people. 
Thereafter, Powell’s picture and endorsement 
were carried on UKIP election and recruitment 
material with great effect. I myself saw the 
consequence of this at the Christchurch by- 
election the following year, where dozens of 
locals expressed their support for the party 
solely on account of the picture of Powell on 
the back of the campaign leaflet. 

It soon became clear, however, that this 
commitment to Powell’s legacy was more 


apparent than real on the part of the UKIP 


leadership. Of course, the party remained 
committed to Britain’s withdrawal from the 
European Community, and noises were even 


4 


Dr. Alan Sked: spouts ‘patriotic’ rhetoric but 
believes in social and economic liberalism 


made in the direction of opposing the sell-out 
of Ulster. But on the issue for which Powell is 
most affectionately remembered for by the 
majority of Britons, and which is ultimately 
more important than anything else, the UKIP 
leadership was categorical: the question of 
immigration could not and would not be 
discussed. Effectively, therefore, in using 
Enoch Powell in its publicity material, UKIP 
was attracting supporters under false pretenses. 

When I was given the task of establishing 
a UKIP research department in 1994, I was 
expressly instructed by the party leader to 
refrain from taking my work into areas which 


he considered ‘politically incorrect’. Thus while 
the research department was ence to the 
membership as something which would allow 
the party to develop a range of radical policy 
proposals that would enable it to attract a wider 
range of supporters, I was from the start 
prevented from advocating policies on issues 
such as immigration, law and order, the family 


and economic nationalism which I knew would 


appeal to the majority of UKIP’s members and 
which would give the party the best chance of 
attracting disaffected Conservative and Labour 
voters. Sked certainly wanted to attract a wider 
range of supporters: but his targeted audience 
were ethnic minorities, homosexuals, and 
liberals. 


Miscegenation ) 
In many respects, UKIP’s position on issues 
such as immigration is not surprising in view of 
the type of people who occupy the leading 
positions on the party’s governing executive. 
One leading member has a mail-order Filipino 


. wife, by whom he has two children, and this 


penchant for oriental women is shared by 
another key executive member, who provides 
the party with its offices free of charge above 
his business premises in Regent Street. 
Significantly, all of his employees are Asian. 
Under Sked’s leadership, UKIP has also 
displayed an unhealthy obsession with 
improving ‘gay rights’, something of a pet 
concern of the party leader, who is himself a 
bachelor. In fact, at the Tamworth by-election 
a couple of years ago the UKIP candidate was 
a self-confessed and practising homosexual. 
Despite this fact being known to the governing 
executive, it was kept from the membership as 
a whole. After the election, moreover, it was 
discovered that one of the candidate’s male 
helpers had spent several hours, at considerable 
expense to the party, using the campaign office 
telephone to makenew friends on ahomosexual 
chat line! Perhaps not surprisingly, this fact 
was also hushed up by the party leadership. 
Like most other adherents of political 
correctness, Dr. Sked has pronounced 
totalitarian character traits. For someone who 
never misses an opportunity to proclaim his 
supposed democratic credentials, he has 
displayed a remarkable consistency in his 
determination to suppress any free debate 
within the party and to discard ruthlessly 
anybody who has the temerity to make 
suggestions which he regards as a threat to his 
despotic rule and politically correct dogmatism. 
This was displayed in the Stalinist methods 
which he used to expel David Lott aud Nigel 
Farage last month. Regardless of the fact that 
they had been responsible for UKIP’s only 
successes to date, Sked accused them of being 


implicated in a long term ‘fascist plot’ to 
subvert the party. (In accord with Searchlight 
magazine, Sked accuses anybody who wants 
to stand up for Britain and our heritage in the 
most effective way possible as a ‘fascist’ .) His 
claim that all the ‘evidence’ to justify his 
action would come out in the Cook Report has 
now been exposed as a cynical and short- 
sighted bluff; it didn’t even show any evidence 
against me, let alone anybody else. 


Popular 

In fact, Sked had long seen Farage as a 
threat because ofthe latter’s popularity among 
ordinary members and his suspected nationalist 
sympathies. Farage was also successful in 
developing a very efficient regional branch in 
Salisbury and in attracting the financial support 
ofa millionaire, who helped provide him with 
a local headquarters. With Farage’s general 
election campaign attracting increasing local 
media coverage and popular support, and 
with the Referendum Party agreeing to drop 
out of the race, Sked even believed that he 
might have a chance of taking the seat. 
(Something which, in itself, illustrates the 
chronic weakness of his political judgement). 
He was, however, far from happy at the 
prospect of his rival achieving a success that 
would outshine him and boost Farage’s 
reputation in the eyes of UKIP members. 

Almost unbelievably, therefore, Sked 
developed a contingency plan to sabotage 
what was UKIP’s most promising election 
campaign. The basis of this insidious idea was 
to leak to the local press in Salisbury some of 
the ‘dirt’ which he believed he had collected 
on Farage: in particular the allegation that 
Farage’s father had been a member of the 
National Front during the 1970’s. Was it just 
a coincidence that during the first week of the 
election campaign an anonymous letter was 
indeed posted from London to the Salisbury 
press, alleging, among various other ‘smears’, 


that the Farage family had a dubious political . 


background, and providing a list of awkward 
questions which could be asked at Farage’s 
campaign meetings? 


Unscrupulous and selfish 

That Sked was even prepared to consider 
stooping so low tells us an enormous amount 
about the man’s character, his leadership style, 
and the genuineness of his commitment to the 
patriotic cause. For one thing, it exposes him 
as an unscrupulous hypocrite consciously 
willing to put his own individual agenda above 
that of the party as a whole. And it is quite 
remarkable that the very person who has made 
the most noise about a supposed undemocratic 
conspiracy to undermine and subvert UKIP 
has actually been the arch practitioner of such 
activity. That this person is the party leader 
himself merely highlights the fundamental 
weakness which lies at the heart of the 
organisation and which will inevitably prevent 
it from developing further. 

My comment, misquoted by Searchlight, 


Annual rally of the British National Party. John Tyndall heads the speakers addressing an 


Converts 


enthusiastic audience. Although the sensationalist media concentrate their attentions on 
the minority of younger members with particularly short hair, BNP members and officials 
are drawn from all ages and walks of life. The BNP makes no apologies for the fact that a 
number of its activists are capable of defending themselves and their colleagues from 
violent opponents, who would otherwise deny the party its right to go about its lawful 
political activities. Self-defence and freedom of speech are the birthright of every Briton 


that UKIP was a roadblock on the path of 
nationalist advance, and had to be destroyed, 
was a reference to a UKIP led by Alan Sked, 
rather than an attack on the organisation itself 
which, in better hands, could have played a 
valuable role in bringing into a broader patriotic 
alliance bourgeois elements who might not be 
prepared to join the BNP directly. 


Irrevocable split 

Sked’s co-operation with the anti-British 
hate sheet Searchlight magazine was even 
worse. As a direct consequence of this 
collaboration UKIP has been irrevocably split. 
And why has Searchlight been prepared to 
overlook not only the fact that Sked not only 
still relies at the highest organisational level on 
at least one well-known former anti- 
immigration campaigner, and that the former 
National Front national organiser, Martin 
Webster, was allowed to speak at a UKIP 
campaign meeting in Putney? 

Whatever the explanation for this, one thing 
is now abundantly clear: UKIP has no political 
future. Whether Nigel Farage and his supporters 
will recognise this fact and follow me over to 
the BNP is still not clear. It is more likely at 
present that they will try to oust Sked, take 
control of UKIP and reposition it on the right. 
A far more likely outcome of the internal feud 
that Sked has provoked is a prolonged and 
expensive court battle and a bitter faction- 
fight which will divide the rank-and-file as 
badly as the leadership. 

Even if the ‘nationalist’ faction does manage 
to win in the end, Sked will use his not 
inconsiderable influence with the media to 
smear them as ‘fascist fellow-travellers’ and 
‘racists’, thereby bringing down on their heads 
the wrath ofthe extreme left. Lacking as it does 
the robust attitude and experience of the BNP 


in dealing with such violent opposition, UKIP 
would be beaten into the ground. 

It gives me no pleasure to write this, because 
many UKIP members have been, and remain, 
good personal friends, and many more are 
decent and sincere patriots —the best elements 
of Middle England. I do not want to see them 
pulped by rent-a-mob, still less do I want to see 
them wasting their time trying to breath life 
back into the corpse of UKIP. Several thousand 
people made great sacrifices of time, energy 
and money to create the organisation that Alan 
Sked’s politically correct liberalism and 
selfishness has wrecked. This is a tragedy, but 
the continued and growing threat to Britain’s 
sovereignty, freedom and ethnic identity leaves 
no time to cry over spilled milk. 

This is why I am now convinced that all 
genuine patriots in UKIP and other anti- 
European Union groupings should follow my 
example in joining the only patriotic political 
party with the capability of making a real 
democratic challenge for power inthis country 
— the British National Party. 

The BNP has proved by its general election 
results and by the quality and range of its 
newspaper and magazine publications 
(UKIP has only a monthly newsletter) that 
it has the potential to develop into a major 
political force which can save our country. 
To my fellow patriots in other parties I 
make this plea: divided we will always be 
weak, but united in the BNP we can win. 
Join us! 


Dr. Mark Deavin has a First Class Honours 
degree in History and Politics, an M.A. with 
Distinction in International Politics, and a 
Ph.D. He is also a keen amateur league 
footballer and kick-boxer. 
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They fd ure 


The high tide and the turn 


ALAN WATLING has no doubt that we will win 


BRITISH politics often resembles a game 
of Monopoly — the Tories are the top hat, 
Labour are the tin dog, and the Lib-Dems 
are the rusty old boot. The BNP? We’re the 
battleship, sailing on a very stormy sea. But 
this political version of Monopoly also has 
a very active banker, who not only hands 
out the money, but alsosets the rules, decides 
who is allowed to pass go — and who goes 
directly to jail. 

The role of banker is taken by a separate 
group of very powerful players. Some are 
indeed from the world of finance, while their 
fellow manipulators include media moguls 
_and unélected senior civil servants. The 

comedy series Yes, Minister and Yes, Prime 
Minister showed us more of the truth than the 
so-called professional politicians would care 
to admit. 

Under the rules imposed by this powerful 
clique, the recent general election was a 
charade. The crucial point to grasp is the way 
in which the main parties, by agreeing not to 
disagree to any serious extent over the 
fundamental questions of the day, conspired 
to deny the electorate any real choice on those 
issues. At the same time the mass media 
smokescreen of trivia and disinformation 
ensured that the vast majority of people never 
even understood what those issues really were. 
On the question of continued mass coloured 
immigration — particularly the threat from 
Hong Kong, on membership of the EC and on 
the ruinous effects of free trade in a world 
increasingly dominated by the coolie 
economies of Asia, the election was rigged to 
ensure that the British people were never even 
asked the real questions, let alone given the 
chance to give the right answers. 

Guizot summed up the workings of this poll 
fraud when he wrote that:- 


'“The great practical advantage of the 
English bi-party system is that it provides an 
alternative government ready to take the 
place, without friction or disturbance, of an 
administration that may have lost the 
confidence of the country.” 


Who can deny that this is what has just 
happened? The unelected civil servants, the 
banksters and the legions of Political 
Correctness just carry on piling up paper 


fortunes and building little plastic empires as 
before, while the new politicians race around 
the board and bring in a few pet projects as 
window dressing to convince the masses that 
their wishes have had an impact on government 
and the direction of the country. 

And whilst Labour crow about their landslide 
victory and show off their new parliamentary 
horde of feminists, sexual deviants and jumped- 
up town clerks, any objective look at the 
newcomers must conclude that they are of an 
almost uniquely low calibre. Hence the Labour 
ban on its new MPs making statements to the 
media without clearing them with Big Sister 
Mandy Mandelson first. 

An even bigger worry for Blair must be the 
fact that many of the newcomers have already 
shown themselves to be incompetent and/or 
corrupt in student or local politics. How long 
before they start making a national spectacle 
of themselves at the Westminster trough which 


. will make the Tories’ sleaze orgy look tame? 


G. K. Chesterton summed their kind up way 
back in 1926:- 


“Most of us are inclined to think that what 
is the matter with parliaments is 
parliamentarians .... They are only too prone 
to do the work that’s nearest; and also to 
assist the person that’s nearest — the person 
symbolically known as number one.” 


Would nationalists be any better as MPs? 
Yes, according to Chesterton, who sixteen 
years earlier had written that:- 


“It is useless to discuss whether the 
adventurer will enter Parliament: the 
adventurer has entered it. That is, the financial 
adventurer has entered it. It is exactly the 
better sort of adventurer — the intellectual 
and sincere adventurer, the man who has 
ideas which he will not sell — who is kept 
out. The patriot would be content with mere 
pocket-money if he could get in. It is the 
pickpocket, the man who wants other peoples’ 
pocket-money, who is always ready to pay a 
trifle to get into a crowd of rich people.” 


But what chance do the patriots have of 
getting in in the future? There is still a long 
way to go, but the answer has to be “better than 
ever.” Politics in country after country is 
moving in our direction, with the Front 
National only being the nearest and best- 
known example. Our advance in Britain has 


been held back for many years by the way in 
which the Tory party played the race card in 
the late 1970s and consequently posed as a 
government of patriotism for nearly twenty 
years. They cannot play that trick again. 

Furthermore, the BNP has a coherent set of 
social and economic policies to help and protect 
pensioners, the lower middle class, the working 
class and the growing number who have been 
pushed into the insecurity and degradation of 
the underclass. These people were sold down 
the river by the last Conservative 
administration, but anyone who is under the 
delusion that New Labour will do anything to 
rescue them must be on happy pills. 

Within the first few weeks of the Blair 
nightmare there are plans: to make pensioners 
who have paid a lifetime of NI contributions 
pay for prescriptions; to ape the Tories’ chaotic 
sell-off of British Rail by flogging off London 
Underground; to abolish Mortgage Interest 
relief; to scrap the Assisted Places scheme 
which was the only remaining way in which 
bright working class youngsters could escape 
from the sink schools created by Old Labour’s 
disastrous comprehensive education 
experiment; to disperse the denizens of the 
inner-city ghettoes into hitherto peaceful and 
law-abiding suburbs; to hand over all remaining 
council houses and tenants to private 
investment companies, and to ‘cure’ 
unemployment not by creating properly paid 
jobs in a strong national economy, but by 
stopping unemployment benefit to anyone 
refusing to take a low-paid job in service or 
slaving for one of the growing number of 
foreign companies setting up over here to 
exploit forced and sweated British labour. 

Nowonder that Margaret Thatcher has agreed 
to give cosy one-to-one advice chats to Tony 
Blair. New Labour? New Bull****! 

But unpleasant though these things are going 
to be, they will produce tremendous 
opportunities for the British National Party. 
Of course, as a petty punishment our leaders 
may face Race Act charges; the secret political 
police will bug our telephones, raid our 
meetings and feed disinformation to the 
Zionists and media hacks who produce smears 
designed to frighten the public and to 
demoralise and divide us. Meanwhile the police 
and courts will turn a blind eye to incitements 
to violence against us and to attacks on us by 


“Blair & Co. won't listen to the dispossessed people of Britain 
until it is too Iate, so the coming time of opportunity will also 
be one in which our ship is tossed on some stormy seas” 
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the self-styled hard men of the extreme left, whose antics 
serve only to prop up the international capitalist system 
they profess to hate. But our opponents might just as well 
try to catch and stop the wind. 

Our appeal is becoming more and more widespread, 
especially among disenchanted youth. I experienced this 
personally recently. Walking through a local park, my 
wife and I passed a group of a dozen or so lads, aged from 
about 10 to 18. One of the youngest was holding forth, in 
simple, honest, politically incorrectterms, about the realities 
of life in multi-racial Britain. The others all agreed with 
him. What, wondered one, were all these immigrants 
doing in our country anyway? Who let them in to take away 
jobs and to claim whole areas of our towns as their own? 
Seeing that I had stopped, they challenged me aggressively. 
Did I have something to say? Yes, I did, and I answered 
their questions. As soon as they realised that I was on their 
side, they were eager to learn more. 


Political campaign 

If ever Blair’s commissars and spin-doctors should think 
of halting the advance of racial nationalism by imposing 
bans on its political expression, they should listen very 
carefully to the very real extremism of such youngsters. 
For the peaceful, rational and political campaign of the 
BNP, far from ‘inciting racial hatred’ is in fact the way in 
which the fury of the steam building up in the multi-racial 
pressure cooker can be released in a regulated and sane 
fashion. Naturally they don’t like the fact that it is allowing 
us to build an effective political challenge to their policies, 
but if they seal it up completely the resulting pressure will 
blow the lid right off, leading to troubles which nobody 
wishes to see — least of all BNP activists, who, unlike the 
chattering Labourites of Hampstead and the gentrified 
parts of Islington, tend to have families in the areas 
concerned. 

The odds are, however, that Blair & Co. won’t listen to 
the dispossessed people of Britain until it is too late. So the 
coming time of opportunity will also be one in which our 
battleship is tossed on some stormy seas. Again, Chesterton 
put it into words perfectly. I often think of his Ballard of 
the White Horse and the part which sums up our position 
as a party, where the Blessed Virgin speaks to King Alfred 
before he takes on the might of the Danes who have 
invaded and conquered most of England, and who are 
poised to take the rest:- 


“T tell you naught for your comfort 
Yea, naught for your desire 

Save that the sky grows darker yet 
And the sea rises higher 


Night shall be thrice night over you 
And heaven an iron cope. 

Do you have joy without a cause, 
Yea, faith without a hope!” 


Just like the brave and learned king whose statue in 
Winchester is pictured on the right, we have long held our 
faith without a hope, and still we go on. We have not yet 
even seen our enemies’ high tide but, like Alfred, in the 
heat of the battle there will come a moment when we 
assuredly will:- 


“The high tide!” King Alfred cried. 
“The high tide and the turn!” 


Don’t worry, fellow nationalists! The tide will turn, 
and we will win! 


The 


future 
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Poltthics 


Anti-federalism is not enough 


NICK GRIFFIN sends an open letter to a campaigner for British independence 


Dear Ian, 

First of all, as we haven’t had a chance to 
meet since before the general election, my 
congratulations on the near one million 
votes gained by the anti-federalist parties. 
Even with Sir James Goldsmith’s financial 
backing, this would not have been possible 
without the dedication and hard work of 
thousands of decent ordinary Britons 
(yourself included) who have lost patience 
with the treason of their old representatives. 
It also shows the way in which popular 
opinion is finally swinging towards us. 

There have been some suggestions recently, 
particularly by Dr. Sked, that the BNP are 
some kind of ‘usurpers’, muscling in on the 
UKIP’s territory in order to steal its support. 
In fact, the very opposite could be argued. The 
BNP has a consistent record of opposing 
Euro-treason since its foundation in 1982. 
Prior to that, many of its leaders, including 
John Tyndall, had been campaigning against 
that same treason in other organisations for 
much longer. Dr. Sked’s own public record of 
opposition to the EC does not, as far as I am 
aware, stretch back beyond his membership of 
the Bruges Group at the start of this decade. As 
someone who was active at grass-roots level 
during the 1975 ‘Get Britain Out’ campaign, 
I think I'm entitled to ask just who is invading 
the territory of whom? 

To be honest, it would have been gratifying 
if Messrs Goldsmith, and McAlpine had had 
the guts to say “OK, you were right and we 
were wrong all those years ago,” but politicians 
rarely admit to mistakes, so that’s by the by. I 
trust, though, that the long track record of 
people in the BNP of actively opposing EC 
membership for more than twenty years will 

lead youto disregard wild talk about “extremist 
infiltrators trying to take over the anti-EC 
cause for their own sinister agenda.” We were 
warning that the ultimate aim of ‘Europe’ 
was a federal super-state while everyone 
else was arguing about the price of butter. 

Still, the important question to be addressed 
by everyone in the anti-federalist camp today 
is ‘where now?’ When we last met, I warned 
that the gap between the instincts and opinions 
of the rank-and-file of the anti-federalist 
movement on the one hand, and their liberal/ 
internationalist leaders on the other would 
sooner or later create a damaging crisis which 
would jeopardise all your hard work. At that 
time you believed that the looming threat of 
‘irreversible integration’ would be enough to 
keep such problems under control. I know that 
you are realistic enough to admit that the 
events of the last few weeks have proved me 
right. 


There isn’t much point trying to apportion 
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blame for this. The root of the problem is that 
the drive for European integration is backed 
by such powerful political and financial forces 
that no single-issue pressure group, however 
well-financed, can hope to overcome them. 
Even if the RP had won its Referendum (as, if 
Blair & Co keep their campaign promise, may 
well be the case), any such vote held under the 
auspices of the fundamentally pro-EC 
Westminster/Whitehall establishment is likely 
to be a foregone conclusion — a re-run of the 
1975 campaign, where the ‘pros’ spent eleven 
times as much as the ‘antis’, with the question 
on the ballot papers carefully weighted to 
make a pro-British vote seem like suicide, and 
with the majority of the mass media continuing 
in their long-established role as the 
propagandists of Brussels. 

“What is your alternative?” they will ask, 
and what will the anti-federalists reply? “Free 
trade with the entire world”, says the energetic 
Dr. Alan Sked. “A European customs union 
with less political power”, says Sir James 
Goldsmith. “A Britain run by and for her own 
people, which will trade or not trade with 
other nations as it suits our economy”, say 
many of the rank-and-file, if pressed to put 
their basically nationalist sentiments into 
words. 


Powerful movement 

All I can do is to repeat what I said during 
our discussion early last summer, and hope 
that recent events have made the message 
more comprehensible: how on earth can you 
hope to build a movement powerful enough to 
take on and defeat the rampant and ruthless 
forces of Euro-federalism with such divisions 
in your own ranks, divisions which a few 
cleverdick pro-integration journalists can bring 
to the fore at any moment they choose? 

It isn’t enough to campaign forareferendum. 
It may make a good propaganda point, but 
what if you get one and lose? I’m sure you 
personally wouldn’t give up the fight, but 
something like the Referendum Party or the 
Campaign for a Referendum on Europe would 
have no choice. And, even if you won, what 
sort of chaos would follow as the different 
views of where to go from there led to a three- 
way civil war between world free traders, the 
advocates of a new EFTA arrangement, and 
protectionists? 

The truth of the matter is that the drive to the 
European super-state which we all oppose is 
motivated not by questions of economics, but 
of ideology. So it cannot be overcome by 
arguments about economics, but only by the 
building of a powerful political organisation 
which is also motivated by ideology. What is 
that ideology to be? The Goldsmith fudge on 


the future of Europe may make good short- 
term propaganda, but it has no coherent base. 

There are only two possible alternatives 
to the Bonn-Brussels ‘dream’ which we 
know to bea nightmare. Unrestricted liberal 
internationalism, which objects to the 
European super-state as being too small 
and too exclusivist, or nationalism, which 
objects to the European super-state on the 
grounds that it is too large, too remote and 
denies us the right to put our own people 
first in their own country. 

The first option is Dr. Sked’s position, the 
second is the BNP’s. It is for you to decide 
which is nearer to your own, but it is obvious 
which is more likely to appeal to the broad 
mass of patriotic Britons (and, for that matter, 
Danes, Swedes, French, Austrians and so on. 
You know that I have no time for ‘frog’- and 
‘kraut’-bashing. The machinations of the 
Eurocrats threaten the other historic nations of 
Europe no less than they do our own). 

It is no accident that the biggest and the 
fastest growing anti-EU parties on the continent 
are nationalist ones, for nationalism appeals to 
ordinary people by the million, something 
which Alan Sked’s and James Goldsmith’s 
vision ofa world free for Big Business to make 
a killing regardless of national borders can 
never do. The people who are going to 
dismantle the EC are men like Le Pen and 
Haider, who argue for the defence of their own 
people, not liberal academics who want to 
oppose Brussels by clinging to a mythical 
‘special relationship’ with a United States 
whose own security agencies were among the 
earliest and most generous backers of the 
entire federal Europe project. 


Brussels or British nationalism? 

What it comes down to is that the only 
ground in Britain on which to mobilise 
opposition to Brussels rule is British 
Nationalism (even though I know that your 
sympathy for matters Scottish is nearly as 
strong as my own for matters Welsh, I think we 
can agree on the absurdity of the SNP and 
Plaid Cymru varieties, which reject domination 
by ‘distant’ fellow-Britons in Westminster, 
but which are happy to subject their lands to 
dictatorship by a clique of unelected German 
bankers). 

Yet, in spite of the implicit nationalism of 
the name UK Independence Party, Alan Sked’s 
UKIP couldnever be the nucleus around which 
such a powerful movement could be built. In 
case you still have any doubts about that, let 
me remind you of a few of the most liberal- 
internationalist platitudés which I read with 
growing revulsion in the issue of the party’s 
national newsletter which you sent me last 


Christmas. Ina two part feature entitled ‘When 
the nightmare is over’, two senior UKIP 
officials, gave us a glimpse of their vision of 
the future. Colin Bullen was enthused by “the 
freedom to trade across the world... to increase 
the nation’s wealth... to take on and defeat the 
tigers of the Pacific Rim.” ‘Tigers’ such as 
Vietnam, whose workers, as Sir James 
Goldsmith has pointed out, work for 1/47 of 
our average wage! ‘Competition’ is suicide; 
only protection can save our economy. 


Indian UKIP? 

On the following page, Thomas McCartney 
looked forward to the day when UKIP branches 
are set up in India, and suggested that “we 
need also cultural and educational exchanges 
for young people with the Pacific rim 
economies. That should help us to buck up our 
ideas a bit!” 

I can’t help wondering what the older 
members of UKIP — people who remember 
emaciated British survivors coming home from 
hell-holes like Changi Jail — made of that 
piece of nonsense? 

From our brief telephone conversation of a 
few days ago, I gather that you’ve reached 
pretty much the same conclusion on the futility 
of this hybrid liberal-‘nationalism’. You even 
expressed a hope that the present split in UKIP 
would lead to it shifting to a more overtly 
nationalist position — in particular to an end 
to support for international free trade — under 
Nigel Farage and his associates. 

You didn’t, however, seem so ready to take 
on board my other contention: that such a 
repositioned UKIP would also have to address 
the question of the other great threat to Britain 
and the British identity — mass coloured 
immigration. I’m sure that many ofthe ordinary 
party members share our views on this subject, 
but expect that that they would tend to agree 
with the strategy you outlined some while 
back, whereby the subject should not be raised 
until popular hostility to the doomed EU 
venture has brought the party to power. 

I understand the reasoning behind this 
suggestion, but I have to say that it’s wrong. So 
now that you’ve seen for yourself the 
correctness of my warnings about Sked’s wildly 
optimistic pre-election predictions, and about 
the inevitability of a split between UKIP 
liberals and nationalists, I hope that you’ Il be 
prepared to take rather more notice of what 
I’ve got to say on this issue as well. 

If Nigel Farage does manage to wrest UKIP 
from Dr. Sked and return it to its conservative 
(small ‘c’!) roots, he will face a choice. Either 
he can take up the mantle of Enoch Powell 
completely, adopting a policy ofat least halting 
any further immigration and encouraging 
voluntary repatriation, or he can try to ignore 
the issue, perhaps keeping key supporters 
lappy by nudges and winks, while denying to 
the media that the party has any objections to 
the multi-racial society. The first course would 
be the honest one, the one which would be 
closest to the wishes of the majority of the 


members. The second, you have suggested, 
would be more prudent. What do I think? 

Well, if he adopts the first position, it will 
produce the possibility of an historic move 
towards unity between what may, in simplistic 
terms, be described as the ‘inner city’ and the 
‘county’ wings of British nationalism. While 
there would be differences to iron out in fields 
such as social and economic policy, on the 
broad outlines of our responses to the great 
challenges of our time, UKIP and the BNP 
would be in agreement. 

Of course, UKIP members would quickly 
learn at first hand of the nature and tactics of 
our opponents. No more openly advertised 
public meetings, no more kid-glove treatment 
from the media. But, conversely, no more 
being consigned to the fringes as a one-issue 
anti-EU pressure group, no more evasion and 
deceit on this fundamental issue, no more 
damaging division between the forces striving 
to save our traditions, our land and our people. 
Andrather fewer lost deposits. That such unity 
would greatly increase the chances of success 
for the nationalist cause is self-evident. 

More likely, if Mr. Farage wins, he would 
take the second approach. In which case, 
UKIP will get the worst of both worlds. The 


Whole tranches of British industry have 
already been wiped out by Asian 
competitors, who have built up their own 
operations systematically behind the 
protection of tariff barriers. If we are to 
avoid economic suicide, Britain must follow 
suit and provide a protected home market 

as a base for industrial revival 


ousted Sked will continually take potshots at 
the new leadership, telling the media that they 
are closet racists, with the result that the anti- 
racist forces of political correctness will oppose 
the party at every turn. This will cut off the 
‘soft’ backing which UKIP has enjoyed up to 
this point, while the publicly professed 
commitment to the present multi-racial society 
will deter fresh support from the growing 
army of ordinary Britons who perceive that 
Euro-federalism and multi-racialism are two 
prongs of the same campaign to destroy Britain 
and the British. 

To sum up, then, I know that you were never 
entirely at ease with the old liberal UKIP as 
moulded by Dr. Sked. So I have no doubt that 
there willbe no place for you should the liberal 
faction manage to hang on to control. If that 
happens, won’t it be time to admit that the only 


PRotkitv cy 


hope of building a serious political opposition 
to the internationalists is to join the BNP? 

If, on the other hand, the ‘nationalists’ win 
control of UKIP, but insist on keeping quiet 
about the race issue, the tactic will at best leave 
the anti-racist lobby deeply suspicious of — 
and therefore hostile to — the party, and keep 
the issue at bay for another couple of years. 
But, whatever its leadership says, any 
organisation which claims to stand for 
nationalism and the national interest will, 
sooner or later, be forced by pressure from its 
own members to discuss the various issues 
connected with race. 

How on earth can you tell people that it 
is essential to preserve the political freedom 
and economic independence of the British 
state without also accepting the need to 
preserve the identity of the British people? 

Such a stance is at best muddled, «.. worst 
downright dishonest. In either case it will 
come to grief, leading inevitably to yet another 
split, this time between thcse who want to 
address reality and those who think they can 
bury their heads in the sand. And all the work 
of another two or three years will go to waste. 

While the future of UKIP and the anti- 
federalist movement hangs in the balance, I 
hope that you and the many decent members 
like you will do everything possible to broaden 
the movement out into a genuinely nationalist 
force for the future. 

If that happens, we could oppose the ever- 
growing and irreversible union ofthe European 
super-state with ever-growing and irreversible 
union among the forces of British nationalism. 
If it doesn’t, I hope you will agree that your 
experiment in trying to build a more 
‘respectable’ organisation than the BNP, which 
would nevertheless be able to appeal to 
nationalist sentiment, has failed. And in that 
case, since I know that you are not a coward or 
a fair-weather patriot, I look forward to hearing 
that you’ ve finally joined the British National 
Party. 

I don’t expect you to do so on the strength 
of this letter alone. But I hope that you will 
read the enclosed literature as well, and perhaps 
send for some more. And then, I hope that you 
will ask yourself which approach most closely 
reflects your own beliefs. 

Would you really be satisfied with a carefully 
rigged referendum which would merely 
provide a cloak of democratic respectability 
to the end of our island story? Do you really 
think that a decisive number of our fellow 
Britons can be mobilised to resist the Brussels 
takeover by offering as an alternative free- 
trade liberalism which will reduce our economy 
and standard of living to the Asian common 
denominator? Do you really believe that a 
serious political party can ignore what is 
happening in our cities and our towns, talking 
of the destruction of Britain while ignoring the 
destruction of the British? 

Or are you ready to drop the pretence 
and join our fight for the things you really 
believe in? 
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Feminism 


THE MENACE OF FEMINISM 


IAN BUCKLEY looks at one of the most 
dangerous enemies of the nation 


ALMOST half of British marriages end in 
divorce; the fastest growing category of 
the population as revealed by the last 
census Is single one-person households. 
The depredations of the Child Support 
Agency have been well documented by 
various journalists. This evil organisation, 
founded by Margaret Thatcher, has been 
the major contributing factor in at least 
55 male suicides. Changes in the divorce 
laws now mean that unscrupulous 
women — assisted by crafty lawyers — 
can reduce their unfortunate ex- 
husbands to destitution. The number of 
women chosing never to have children is 
climbing steadily. Masculine values and 
attitudes are under constant attack in the 
mass media. A common strand in all of 
these developments is the anti-life 
doctrine of feminism. 

The most important figures in the early 
feminist movement were Gloria Steinem 
and Betty Friedan. Steinem’s Ms magazine 
and Friedan’s The Feminine Mystique 
assiduously promoted the idea that women 
should find fulfilment in jobs and careers, 
rather than in marriage and children. . 

Once the initial work had been done by 
Friedan and Steinem, a bandwagon was set 
in motion. During the mid-I 970s the subject 
was extensively and enthusiastically covered 
by Time and Newsweek magazines. 

We can sense a contradiction here. 
Feminism was claimed as an anti- 
establishment idea, but it always acted in 
tandem with the establishment. The 
capitalists wanted to move over to acheaper, 
largely female workforce and feminism 
provided the spurious intellectual justification 
for this process. 


Minority background 
' No-one could deny that the relations 
between the sexes have fallen out of balance 
during the modern era. But this has been 
largely caused by industrialisation, urban- 
isation and the Judaic part of Christianity. 
Interestingly, the anti-female attitudes of 
Judaism provided the background from 
which nearly all the leading feminists came. 
Their theories have had devastating effects 


on the future prospects of our folk. Recent: 


surveys have indicated that just over 20 per 
cent of women born since 1960 are unlikely 
ever to bear children. A variety of causes is 
implicated in this demographic catastrophe, 
including poverty, materialism and sheer 
indifference. This bare figure of 20 per cent 
has not been broken down in any way, but 
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there is no doubt that the figure is much 
higher among better-educated and more 
intelligent women — the very section of the 
population who should have the most 
childrenifthe overall quality of the population 
is to be maintained or improved. 

Even more grotesquely, sterilisation clinics 
have reported increasing numbers of 
enquiries from women of 19 and 20, who 
wish to be sterilised immediately to avoid 
jeopardising their careers. 

At the other end of-the age-range, fertility 
Clinics see an endless line of well-to-do 
women in their forties who have suddenly 
found that the careers for which they 
sacrificed their best child-bearing days no 
longer offer fulfillment. Now they are 
desperate for children, but have probably 
left it too late. 


Dupes of fashion 

The feminist propaganda which 
encourages these trends speaks of 
‘freedom’ and ‘individual choice’, but the 
reality is that those who are taken in by 
these blandishments, far from thinking freely 
for themselves, are the unthinking dupes of 
fashion and artifically induced hostility 
towards men and children. 

In most cases, it really isn’t their fault. The 
destruction of the traditional male bread- 
winners’ jobs by the advances of economic 
globalisation is forcing more and more 
women out to work to try to make ends meet. 
Naturally these new wage slaves want equal 
pay and opportunities with their male 
counterparts. As with the population as a 
whole, many womens’ natural instincts are 
dulled by materialism and urbanism. 

Then there is the ceaseless brainwashing 
by the mass media. To pick two choice 
items from the sewer, Carlton TV's Lovebites 
and HTV’s Dating the Enemy both 
assiduously pump out the idea that marriage 
and kids come last. 

Where will it all end? History provides us 
with many examples of societies that lose 
the will to live. Over to L.P. Wilkinson, 
Emeritus Professor of Classics at 
Cambridge:- 


“The old Roman marriage contract 
specified that the aim was the procreation 
of children. But by the second century 
self-regard prevailed over public spirit. 
The poor might be reluctant to raise 
children for economic reasons : but with 
the richer classes another factor at Rome, 
as in contemporary Greece, was loss of 


interest in perpetuating one’s family, class 
or nation, and consequent reluctance on 
the part of parents to undertake the 
responsibility of rearing children, or, inthe 
wife's case, the trouble of pregnancy, the 
pain and the danger of childbirth, and the 
disfigurement these caused in what was 
now a sexually competitive world... B.R. 
Dodds has diagnosed all of this as a 
‘disease endemic in the entire culture of 
the period... an endogenous neurosis, an 
index of intense and widespread guilt- 

- feelings’.” (The Roman Experience, Alfred 
Knopf Inc) 


Thank you, Professor. That was most 
illuminating. And so dusk descended on the 
Roman Empire, as it now threatens to 
descend on the home islands of the 
dismembered British Empire. 

The Observer of 15th September 1996 
published a two-page feature contrasting 
the richest and poorest areas in Britain. In 
Sunderland, the poorest area, the streets 
are called ‘garths’, aname derived from the 
old Norse gardr. The present-day 
descendants of the Vikings were having a 
rough time, stranded inthe wasteland created 
by liberal economics: the docks were rusting 
and idle, shops were derelict and permanent 
unemployment a way of life. But, in spite of 
everything, a trace of a community still 
existed. 


Decadence at the top 
The report from the richest area, the 
Barbican in London, seemed far sadder:- 


“Considering the number of flats — 2,000 
— there are surprisingly few children on 
the estate and it is no accident that the 
expenditure on children’s toys and games 
in the most expensive postal district in 
England is 20 per cent lower than the 
national average. Marks & Spencer sent 
leaflets to all Barbican residents extolling 
the delights and convenience of its new 
store close to the Barbican. You can buy 
men’s and women’s clothing there, but no 
clothes for children. There just isn’t the 
demand.” 


The prosperous inhabitants of the 
Barbican have fallen victim to the endemic 
disease of our time; they are committing 
genetic suicide. Though many other 
factors are also implicated, the influence 
of feminism should not be under- 
estimated. 


Animals 


The horror of ritual slaughter 


SYLVIA NOBLE exposes the refusal of 
a leading animal welfare charity to take 
a stand against imported inhumanity 


AS A campaigner for many years against 
barbaric alien ritual slaughter in Britain, I 
was surprised to receive a letter from a 
member of my family a few days prior to the 
general election, which put me on to a 
scandal which involves one of our biggest 
‘animal welfare’ charities cynically turning 
its back on what is probably the largest, 
most brutal and systematic abuse of animals 
in modern Britain. 

The letter enclosed correspondence from 
the International Fund for Animal Welfare 
(IFAW) outlining the policies of the three 
main political parties on animal welfare issues. 
Top of the IFAW’s poll was the Labour Party, 
a conclusion accompanied by a request from 
the IFAW that all its supporters should make 
their concern for animals their top priority in 
the forthcoming general election. IFAW’s 
mailshot was a blatant plea for its supporters 
to vote Labour as allegedly being the most 
animal welfare-conscious party. Blair’s 
promise ofa free vote on foxhunting was given 
particular prominence. 

I immediately wrote a strongly worded letter 
to IFAW at their address in Warren Court, 
Park Road, Crowborough, East Sussex, asking 
about their policy onritual slaughter. I enclosed 
with my letter a copy of an article opposing 
ritual slaughter which I had written for the 
British Nation] Party, and which was published 


in Spearhead in July 1995. I informed the 
IFAW that the BNP is committed to banning 
ritual slaughter on animal welfare grounds, in 
line with the recommendations of the RSPCA, 
the British Veterinary Association, the Farm 
Animal Welfare Council, the National Farmers 
Union and the majority of the indigenous 
public. 


Sickening 

To emphasise my point further, I enclosed 
recent newspaper coverage by the Daily Mail 
and Daily Express of the sickening orgies of 
animal slaughter during the Muslim Eid 
festivities in France this year, together with a 
letter published in the Lancashire Evening 
Telegraph during May from the President of 
the Islamic Foundation of New Muslims, Islam 
House, Audley Range, Blackburn, Lancs, in 
which he told the British readers of the paper 
that animal sacrifice is fundamental to Islam 
and is compulsory. (I invite readers who wish 
to take up this issue with the Islamic foundation 
in Blackburn to write to them at the above 
address). 

Several days later, Valerie Monday, of the 
IFAW’s clearly misnamed ‘animal welfare 
department’ replied. According to her, there 
was nothing the IFAW could do to put a stop 


to the killings; the IFAW is ‘non-sectarian’ 


and has no policy of becoming involved in 


religious issues. This statement alone strips 
the International Fund for Animal Welfare of 
any credibility it may have as an organisation 
devoted to the well-being of animals. 
As a further development to this sordid tale, 
I learnt a few days later that IFAW had given 
a massive £1 million to the Labour Party’s 
general election fighting fund “in recognition 
of its animal welfare stance and, in particular, 
Labour’s commitment to a free vote on 
foxhunting.” 
What this means is that, in animal welfare 
terms, IFAW believes that the small minority 
of foxes killed annually by hounds in Britain is 


worth £1 million of its supporters’ money, 


while the tens of thousands of sheep and cattle 
slaughtered annually in a manner so barbaric 
as to have long been prohibited by law to 
native Britons are not worth a penny piece. 
The same, ofcourse, also applies to the ‘animal 
welfare conscious’ Labour Party. 

I call on any reader who supports the IFAW 
to suspend all further donations until it 
formulates an open policy of public opposition 
to ritual slaughter. This is not a matter of 
religion or a question of race, it is simply a 
matter of animal welfare. 

I also urge the British National Party to 
do more to publicise its opposition to ritual 
slaughter and to take the moral high ground 
on thisimportant issue. Everyone committed 
to retaining our traditions and the deep 
concern for animals for which the British 
are famous must use every opportunity to 
attack the scandal of alien ritual slaughter 
of our livestock, and to expose the Labour 
Party for the hypocrites they are. 


British sheep exported to France 
for ritual slaughter without 
stunning during the Muslim Eid 
festivities. Animal welfare 
activists and the media do make 
some critical comments about 
this trade, but there is a 


remarkable silence over the far 
larger number of sheep and 
cattle slowly bled to death with 
mediaeval cruelty for the halal 
and kosher market in Britain. 
And while the Labour party is 
poised to attack British farmers 
and country folk with a ban on 
foxhunting, the Islington do- 
gooders are not prepared to 
upset the noisy and powerful 
immigrant lobbies 
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Medialies 


The Cooked Report 


“THEY’RE something for the 21st 
century,” Gerry Gable — infamous ‘anti- 
fascist’ and model for garden gnome statues 
—warned about meand my BNP colleagues 
at the end of the long-awaited Cook Report 
on the ‘evil plot’ to prevent the dispossession 
and ultimate extinction of the British people 
in their own land. 

The programme had been pushed back to the 
end of the series as Cook’s editorial team 
desperately scrabbled to put together a half- 
convincing show from the wreckage of their 
thwarted plan to bribe us into organising a 
madcap paramilitary training camp. The 
resulting hotchpotch of out-of-context quotes 
and downright lies, interspersed with some 
plain speaking which Carlton TV’s politically 
correct liberals wrongly thought that ordinary 
Britons would find as shocking as they did, 
was described by various nationalist viewers 
in terms ranging from “not as bad as I thought 
it would be” to “an own-goal by Cook” and 
“another party political broadcast for us.” 

A number of non-political members of the 
public who have discussed the programme 
with us were most struck by the fact that the 
BNP denied Cook the rather unhealthy kick he 
gets from jumping out on his surprised targets 
and pushing his microphone into their shocked 
faces, before waddling after them as they leg 
it without answering his questions. To be met 
with a cheery grin and a pre-prepared poster 
totally ruined the end of the last programme in 
alack-lustre series. No wonder they cut out my 
opening comment that I was glad to see that 
he’d got over his anorexia, and blanked out the 
BNP telephone number on the poster! 

Incidently, I wonder why Searchlight printed 
the minor but quite pointless lie that I was 
“wearing a badge reading ‘Cooked MIS5’.” 
Does Gable have some congenital complaint 
which prevents him from telling the truth even 
when he needs to? 


Gable’s fables 


Some of the inaccuracies in the programme 
were quite possibly unintentional, the 
inevitable result of relying for research on this 
hopelessly unreliable source. An idea of the 
wisdom of this can be gained from a brief 
glance at a typical section of the long-winded 
and very defensive report of the Cook operation 
which appeared in his latest Searchlight comic, 
in which he wrote that I met my wife in the 
1980s (in fact it was in the 1970s); that she 
trained in Edmonton (in fact it was in Enfield); 
that she was on the NF’s ruling Executive 
Council (in fact she was never amember of the 
Directorate, let alone the Executive), and that 
she now works in a hospital in Welshpool (in 
fact she works in one on the other side of the 
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county). Finally, the picture of her on a 
Remembrance Day parade is in fact amember 
ofthe Salvation Army from Sheffield, whereas 
my wife hails from Preston. 

Further comment on Gable’s ham-fisted and 
groundless attempts to create artificial divisions 
within the nationalist movement, is clearly 
superfluous. 

Returning to the far more heavyweight figure 
of Roger Cook, his own efforts included a 
number of direct lies. Typical of these were 
the repeated showing of clips of riots abroad 
or by immigrants, or by Marxist mobs attacking 
law-abiding BNP paper sellers and innocent 
skinhead concert-goers, while claiming that 
the trouble was caused by us. 

Then there was the claim that his team had 
been invited to take a camera into the BNP 
Annual rally. As a matter of fact, if any TV 
crew wanted to film such an event, they would 
only have to ask, because the BNP, as a 
properly constituted political party dedicated 


to legal and legitimate political work, has. 


nothing to hide. But the truth of this matter is 


NICK GRIFFIN explains 
that there was more to 
the programme than 
meets the eye 


that the film Cook used of the BNP meeting, 
far from being obtained secretly, is publicly 
available on the BNP video Rally 1997 for the 
princely sum of £16.05 including p&p. 

Much the same could be said for the 
discussion paper on a White European radio 
station, so secret that not only were Cook’s 
investigators given a copy, but it was also 
advertised in Spearhead three months ago in 
exchange for five first class stamps. As for the 
‘secret blueprint’ for the rapid advance of 
British nationalism, Cook knew full well that 
this wasn’t some devious masterplan conned 
out of me by the subtleties of his ‘sting’ 
operation, for he has a tape recording of me 
telling his operative that “everything in this 
has already been in the public domain, either 
in the Rune or in Spearhead. The only thing 
new is that I’ve put a price-tag on it, so if by 
chance it should appear on World in Action or 
in the News of the World, it wouldn’t bother us 
in the slightest.” 

With the benefit of hindsight, perhaps it 
would have been better if I had been more 
cautious still and rejected the whole approach, 
but, as the saying goes, “faint heart ne’er won 
fair maiden,” and there is no fairer maiden 
than the survival of our fair maidens, which, at 
the end of the day, is what our struggle is all 
about. Still, I have no doubt that, in a few 


months time, when the programme can be 
viewed in full perspective, it will indeed be 
seen to have scored not one, but at least a hat- 
trick of disastrous own-goals. 

Another piece of blatant deceit was the 
claim that the ‘blueprint’ for the advance of 
the BNP in some way involved the moronic 
clowns of the British Ku Klux Klan. In fact, 
the idea that the Klan has any possible role in 
Britain has been pushed by the same C18 
sources which have clearly been manipulated 
by MIS to hinder us since 1993. Anyone 
approached by people ‘talking up’ this pathetic 
foreign import should understand that the 
Cook Report showed clearly how the only 
people gain from such nonsense are the enemy. 


Forthcoming complaint 

Ihad never even heard of the alleged leading 
Klansman involved until some minutes into 
the programme, when he was presented as a 
key figure in ‘Griffin’s master-plan’. This is 
just one of the points which Mr. Cook will 
shortly have to try to justify to the Broadcasting 
Standards Commission. 

The extensive coverage given to the Klan’s 
Mr. Wilde will also cause some problems for 


_ the remnant of the National Front, for his 


appearance on its pitifully small Remembrance 
Day parade will no doubt upset those who 
naively believe that the party could be 
successful if it only wasn’t smeared as 
‘extremist’, without realising that its real 
problem is its elected committee leadership 
system, which guarantees repeated splits, and 
that it has fallen irrevocably beneath the 
numbers needed for organisational take-off. 
The Front would have been in even worse 
difficulty had it not been for the fact that we 
warned them on April 11th that the helpful 
new recruit who was about to drive, on his 
own, to pick up scores of thousands of NF 
election addresses was working with Roger 
Cook. As a result, they were able to send 
someone else to go with him, thereby making 
sure that the leaflets didn’t end up on a 
municipal dump. One wonders what ‘anti- 
racist’? campaigners would say if they knew 
that all the pro-white election addresses 
delivered in the Front’s two constituencies in 
Birmingham — which made up one-third of 
those they contested nationwide — were 
transported on April 15th by the Cook Report 
at the expense of Carlton TV, thanks to the 
intervention of the British National Party! 
This is a good place to digress and to consider 
longer-term nationalist co-operation and unity. 
The fact that the BNP was able to contest nine 
times as many seats in the general election as 
the remnant of the Front, gaining vast amounts 
of good publicity and a large number of quality 


follow-ups, and that our results were’ very 
much better, shows decisively that my tentative 
pre-election suggestion — designed primarily 
to appeal to the ‘French’; ifthey were genuine 
— that the two organisations might merge 
under a new name, is now most definitely out 
of the question. The election, and the Cook 
Report, have shown beyond all doubt that the 
British National Party is the only force with 
the public recognition, organisation and 
experienced personnel to mount a credible 
challenge to the Old Gang parties. 

While we still appeal for white nationalist 
unity, it can now clearly only be achieved by 
the NF and similar groups joining us, rather 
than through a merger to create a new 
organisation. As a relative newcomer to the 
BNP myself, I can vouch for the fact that those 
who choose to come on board now will be 
treated with respect and consideration, and 
that they will be given ample opportunity to 
play the fullest possible role in the future. 
Those who still stubbornly insist on being 
‘big’ fish in small puddles are entitled to 
continue to waste their time, but we will beat 
them in the Uxbridge by-election and in the 
next wave of council elections, and we will 
continue to beat them every time they raise 
their heads until they give up the unequal 
fight. We don’t want such a competition, but 
we will not shrink from it, and we will not be 
the losers. 


All-important struggle 

For that matter, we didn’t lose over the 
Cook Report, either. True, Dr. Mark Deavin 
lost a lecturership, but even before that he was 
by no means sure whether to pursue the 
‘glittering academic career’ which was there 
for his taking, or whether to devote his life to 
the far less comfortable, but infinitely more 
important and personally rewarding, struggle 
for white survival. Then fate, inamost unlikely 
and bulky form, intervened. It will not be long 
before our enemies realise just how many 
points this own-goal alone will cost them. 

Apart from that, and a couple of phrases 
and scenes cleverly cut in order to try to upset 
people involved in the white music scene (to 
see my remarks in context, all they have to do 
is to get hold of a copy of the Radio White 
Europe discussion paper from the Highlander 
fanzine), the parts of the programme which 
actually looked at the BNP were by no means 


harmful.to us, even in the short term. 

Cook, Gable and the former Lib-Dem MP 
Alex Carlile all referred at various points to the 
added danger posed by a British National 
Party able to attract people with M.A.s and 
Ph.Ds. Alongside shots showing how Le Pen’s 
long years of preparation are now bringing 
mass support and real success, they warned 
that the same could happen here, particularly, 
they implied, by a BNP led by someone with 
my “convincing, affable style,” “Cambridge 
educated and well-travelled, with contacts 
around the world,” who appears to be 
“straightforward, public-spirited and 
superficially respectable,” etc, etc. I’m touched! 

What are they playing at? A game, quite 
simply, as old as the hills, but one first played 
against us — to the best of my knowledge — 
back in 1974, when Martin Walker of the 
Guardianwrote aseries of superficially critical, 
but equally flattering, remarks about several 
ambitious ‘rising stars’ in the old NF. Roy 
Painter, aright-wing Tory from North London, 
was a particular target for this artificial ego- 
inflation treatment. The NF, hinted those good 
friends of nationalism at the Guardian, would 
be amuch more dangerous beast if it was led by 
Painter than by the man who had just presided 
over the most successful period in its history — 
John Tyndall. Painter and his colleagues took 
this at face value, until their soaring ambitions 
became a major factor in the disastrous NF/ 
National Party split of 1975-76, which may 
well have cost nationalism an historic 
breakthrough which would already have 
changed the face of British politics. 


Flattery 

Knowing what they’re up to, I’m not going to 
fall for it, however many ‘heroic’ video-merges 
they produce ofme andthe Union Jack. Coming 
extremely close to dying is a very good 
innoculation against excessive egotism, and in 
the accident which took my left eye Mr. Death 
and I had a good look at each other. 

Nor is John Tyndall going to fall for the 
equally clumsy attempts to make him think that 
I’m plotting to take his job. Gable’s surmise 
that J.T. didn’t know what was going on was 
way off the mark, for we had a long disussion 
about it after the second serious meeting with 
the highly plausible Frenchman, following 
which it was decided to proceed with caution 
until we could find out who these people really 
were and exactly what their game was. 

Do I even want to head the BNP? It’s a lonely 
and thankless task, with a frightening burden 
of responsibility: I believe that I could do it, in 
some ways I’d like to try. But a combination of 
relative inexperience and family commitments 
means that this is not on the cards for quite 
some years to. come. 

Even without those factors, it is unthinkable 
that someone who has been involved in an 
organisation for only a fraction of the time of 
his colleagues should leap-frog to the top 
without proving his staying-power and 
suitability to both them and the membership at 


Media lies 


large. Such a process by its very nature would 
require years. In the meantime, there’s plenty 
of work for all of us, so let’s get on with the job 
in hand, rather than allowing ourselves to be 
incited and excited by our bitterest enemies. 


BNP counter-attack 
A sub-plot on the divide-and-rule theme was 
the early intention to portray me as a headstrong 


and extreme enthusiast for organised thuggery 


and ‘anti-Semitism’, thereby upsetting anyone 
wanting to see the BNP try to shift its image 
towards the more mainstream one presented 
by the likes of Le Pen and Haider. 
Unfortunately for Cook and his masters, 
however, this pitfall was not only spotted very 
early on, but was publicised on the Internet 
months ago, with the result that this side of the 
operation had to be reduced toaalame gesture. 
Timely press statements, and a threat to sue 
Carlton TV if they tried to pass off an anti- 
BNP black propaganda leaflet as something 
produced by us, also reduced their field for 
manouevre. 

The second main aim of the Cook Report 
was to wind up the campaign for even 
stronger Race Laws and for legislation to 
protect the new Holocaust religious cult 
from critical scrutiny. 

This angle was pushed both by Cook himself 
and by Michael Mansfield QC, known since 
his schooldays as a toady to authority and now 
advocating the destruction of the last vestiges 
of freedom of speech in order to ingratiate 
himself with the masters of political 
correctness. Mansfield has gained his 
reputation as a ‘civil rights’ lawyer by 
representing a steady stream ofleft-wing causes 
celebres, but his dedication to freedom does 
not extend to defending the traditional British 
right to free speech. He wants to see the race 
laws extended to cover single items owned for 
personal use in private homes. 

In order to make a case for such repression, 
the programme had to portray us as a potential 
threat, and to admit that there is a possibility of 
our emulating the advances made elsewhere 
by groups such as the Front National, even 
though there was a risk that many people 
already on our wavelength would take fresh 
heart from this message — as appears to be the 
case, if the number of enthusiastic telephone 
calls which followed are anything to go by. 

This parallel boost to the morale of many of 
our own people and to the fears of the 
opposition has started a sort of race, a race 
between our efforts to build the BNP to the 
point where it has the resources and the 
organisation to overcome such opposition 
roadblocks, and the frantic efforts of the 
enemies of freedom and white survival to put 
more obstacles in our path before it’s too late. 

Who will win this contest? To some extent 
that depends on John Tyndall; perhaps it 
might depend to some extent on me. But, 
most of all, it depends on you, for it’s a long- 
distance relay race and we need you in the 
team. Take the baton and run like the wind! 
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POD J'e't Py 


The poet caged 


IAN BUCKLEY continues his study of 
the controversial career of 


AFTER leaving England at the end of 1920 
Ezra and Dorothy Pound settled down well 
in Paris. They lived in a studio in the 
Montparnasse — in what seems like a 
hangover from folksy Idaho, Ezra insisted 
on designing and building much of the 
furniture. Paris was in a state of artistic 
ferment, with Hemingway, Gertrude Stein, 
Picasso and Cocteau all resident there. 

T. S. Eliot was a regular visitor, and Pound 
revised The Waste Land during this period. 
Pound much improved Eliot's most famous 
poem both by cutting and a little judicious 
addition. He and Eliot used to go on summer 
walking tours through Provence. They saw 
the citadel at Mont Segur, famed for its 
associations with the legend of the Holy 
Grail. The mediaeval church had slaughtered 
the religious dissidents who had taken refuge 
here in the 13th century — they were 
considered dangerous because of the secret 
knowledge they had possessed. 

Throughout the length of Provence, ruins 
of Greek, Roman and Visigoth civilisation 
could be found. Civilisations had risen and 
fallen according to the same patterns. And 
Western civilisation now seemed to’ be 
fading, grieviously damaged by war and the 
depredations of capitalism — Pound had 
called Britain ‘the sinking island’. Such 
' thoughts preoccupied him as he wrote The 
Cantos:- 


And there was grass on the floor of the temple, 
Or where the floor of it might have been 
Gold fades in the gloom, 
under a blue-black roof. 
( Canto 21) 


Ezra and Dorothy moved to Rapallo, Italy 
in 1924. They were accompanied by Olga 
Rudge, an Irish violinist. Olga was more than 
Pound’s mistress — more like a second wife 
— and apparently she got on quite well with 
Dorothy. They lived in adjacent houses on a 
hill overlooking the Mediterranean. In 1925, 


Olga gave birth to a daughter, Maria, and the | | 


following year Dorothy produced a son, Omar. 
Pound finished A Draft of XXX Cantos in 

1930. The first thirty Cantos sketched in the 

theme for the entire work, which was intended 

to point a way out of the morass of the ‘age of 

usury’ :- 

the new sky, . 

the light as after a sunset, 
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‘and by their fountains, the heroes, 

Sigismundo, and Malatesta Novello 

and founders, gazing at the mounts of their cities 
( Canto 16) 


He had an audience with // Duce on 30th 
January 1934, and presented him with A Draft 
of XXX Cantos. Mussolini said the work was 
amusing and Pound was highly pleased — he 
said the Duce had got the point before the 
aesthetes had. 

Ezra had found his alternative to the miasma 
and decay of capitalism, and began to date his 
letters by the fascist calendar. 


Out of which things seeking an exit 
lo the high air, to the stratosphere, to the imperial 
calm, to the empyrean, to the baily of the/ 
four towers 
the Nous, the ineffable crystal 

(Canto 40) 


During the later 1930s Pound produced 
many important works on economics and 
culture such as The ABC of Economics and 
Social Credit : An Impact. Pound returned 
briefly to the U.S. in 1939 to receive an 
honorary degree from Hamilton College. He 
irritated his hosts by denouncing Roosevelt 
as awarmonger, dominated by sinister foreign- 
born advisers. | 

Pound sailed back to Italy shortly before 
the outbreak of war. Since around 1938, he 
had been in touch with the State E.I.A.R. 
Radio in Rome, acting as a cultural adviser on 
several programmes. The station invited him 
to do short broadcasts on any subject he liked 
— such as history, literature, politics and 
economics. He was to continue broadcasting 
until he was halted by the Allied invasion. To 
give a brief sample and flavour of the 
broadcasts:- 


Ezra Pound 


“ You have been fed lies, for 20 years you 
have been fed lies andI don’t say maybe. War 
between Italy and the United States is just 
plain nonsense. You follow Hitler and 
Mussolini in every constructive act of your 
government.” 


The question of Pound’s alleged ‘anti- 
semitism’ should now be addressed. He was 
friendly enough with individual Jews, such as 
the poets Louis Zukofsky and Allen Ginsberg. 
Indeed Ezra was generous enough towards 
Zukofsky to provide him with money and 
accommodation. But his economic and historic 
researches had convinced him that a clique of 
bankers, largely though by no means entirely 
Jewish, was the power behind the throne. in 
England and the U.S. 

Whatever the lapses of taste in some of the 
broadcasts, with the hindsight of history it 
seems that Pound spoke the truth over Rome 
Radio. Some of his academic biographers 
such as Hugh Kenner and Christine Brooke- 
Ross admit as much. Pound continued to 
broadcast as the Allies made their way up the 
Italian peninsula, sarcastically (and truthfully) 
commenting that the American troops were 
advancing with the aid of the Mafia. 

In 1943 the US Government indicted him 
for treason. He responded with the following 
clear and important statement in a letter to 
Attorney-General Francis Biddle:- 


“T understand that I am under indictment for 
treason — I have done my best to get an 
authentic report of your statement to this 
effect. And I wish to place the following facts 
before you. I do not believe that the simple 
fact of speaking over the radio wherever 
placed, can in itself constitute treason. I think 
that must depend on what is said, and on the 
motives for speaking. 


1945: American troops march 
through the ruins of yet another 
historic European city. Pound 
recorded some of his 
impressions of the devastation of 
a disastrous and artificial war in 


The Cantos. His conclusions 
about who was to blame are 
unprintable in modern Britain, 
where freedom of expression has 
been ground into the dust by the 
jackboot of liberal totalitarianism 


“I obtained the concession to speak over 
Rome radio, with the following proviso. 
Namely that nothing should be asked of me 
contrary to my conscience or contrary to my 
duties as an American citizen. 

“ T obtained a declaration on their part of a 
belief in ‘the free expression of opinion by 
those qualified to have an opinion.’ This 
declaration was made several times in the 
announcement of my speeches’ with the 
declaration ‘He will not be asked to say 
anything contrary to his conscience, or 
contrary to his duties as an American citizen.’ 

“T have not speken with regard to this war, 
but in protest against a system which creates 
one war after another, in series and in system. 
I have not spoken to the troops, and have not 
suggested that the troops should mutiny or 
revolt. The whole basis of democratic or 
majority government assumes that the citizen 
shall be informed of the facts. I have not 
claimed to know all the facts, but I have 
claimed to know some of the facts which are 
an essential part of the total that should be 
known to the people. 

“T have for years believed that the American 
people should be better informed as to Europe, 
and informed by men who are not tied to a 
special interest or under definite control. The 
freedom of the press has become a farce, as 
everyone knows that the press is controlled, 
if not by its titular owners, at least by the 
advertisers. 

“Free speech under modern conditions 
becomes a mockery if it does not include 
right to free speech over the radio. And this 
point is worth establishing. The assumption 
of the right to punish and take vengeance 
regardless of the area of jurisdiction is 
dangerous. I do not mean in a small way ; but 
for the nation. 

“T returned to America before the war to 
protest against particular forces then engaged 
in trying to create war and to make sure that 
the U.S.A. should be dragged into it.” 


By September 1944, as the U.S. Sixth Army 
approached Rome, the city was in a state of 
utter chaos. Pound left Rome on foot, in the 
company of a German soldier, Lt. Goedel. On 
the road near Arezzo they saw the results of an 
Allied bombing raid:- 


San Sepolchro 
the four bishops in metal 
lapped by the flame, amid ruin, la fede — 
reliquaries seen on the altar. 
( Canto 78) {la fede is Italian for the faith ] 


The fugitive poet eventually hitch-hiked all 
the way to Gais in the Italian Tyrol where his 
daughter lived. In her slim memoir of her 
father, Discretions, Maria Pound tells us how 
she admired her father’s loyalty to the Fascist 
cause:- 


“Idealism and heroism were by no means all 
on the side of the partisans. Babbo (her pet 
name for Pound) was infected by a desperate 
fighting spirit and faith. He was listening to 
a distant drum and trying to warn the world.” 


Pound later returned to Rapallo, still working 


on the Cantos and translations of Confucius, 
as the net closed in on him. He also 
continued to produce articles and pamphlets 
explaining in detail how the Second World 
War was caused, not by Hitler and Mussolini, 
but by the failed economic policies of the 
Western plutocratic democracies. 

One ofthe most interesting ofhis publications 
was Goldand Work, from which the following 
quotation is taken:- 


“THE TOXICOLOGY OF MONEY 


“Money is not a product of nature but an 
invention of man. And man has made it into 
a pernicious instrument through lack of 
foresight. The nations have forgotten the 
differences between animal, vegetable and 
mineral; or rather, finance has chosen to 
represent all three of the natural categories 
by asingle means of exchange, and failed 
to take account of the consequences. Metal is 
durable, but it does not reproduce itself. If 
you sow gold you will not be able to reap a 
harvest many times greater than the gold you 
sowed. The vegetable leads a more or less 
autonomous existence, but its natural 
reproductiveness can be increased by 
cultivation. The animal gives to and takes 
from the vegetable world: manure in exchange 
for food. Fascinated by the lustre of a metal, 
man made it into chains. Then he invented 
something against nature, a false 
representation in the mineral world of laws 
which apply only to animals and vegetables. 

“The nineteenth century, the infamous 
century of usury, went even further, creating 
a species of monetary Black Mass. Marx and 
(John Stuart) Mill, in spite of their superficial 
differences, agreed in endowing money 
with properties of a quasi-religious nature. 
There was even the concept of energy being 
‘concentrated in money’ as if one were 
speaking of the divine quality of consecrated 
bread.” 


But the end was now very near. The Allies 
broke through Kesselring’s Goth Line and 
captured Bologna on 19th April 1945. 
Mussolini was shot dead by partisans near 
Lake Como on 28th April, and four days later 
two Italian partisans came to arrest Ezra Pound 
in Rapallo. He slipped a volume of Confucius 
into his pocket, and made a sign like a noose 
round his neck as he said goodbye to his 
family. ' 

The Italians turned him over to the US Army 
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in Genoa, who sent him to the Disciplinary 
Training Center in Pisa. 

This was a stockade built to hold the most 
vicious and dangerous military prisoners. 
When Pound arrived, almost 4,000 prisoners 
were held there. Pound was accommodated in 
a ten-foot cage open to the elements. His 
particular gorilla cage was specially reinforced 
with heavy steel grillwork because of a fear 
that Italian fascists would stage a rescue 
attempt. After a couple of weeks of this 
treatment, Ezra had a breakdown. He was then 
moved to a tent in the medical compound. 
Here he was allowed the use ofa typewriter, on 
which he composed The Pisan Cantos (74- 
84), as well as writing letters for the other 
prisoners. His initial statement to the US 
authorities contained a courageous statement 
of defiance in Pound’s typically to-the-point 
phraseology:- 


“If a man isn’t willing to take some risk for 
his opinions, either his opinions are no good 
or he’s no good.” 


The verse in The Pisan Cantos is very 
heterogeneous. Pound’s tone varies from the 
solemn:- 


Tudor indeed is gone and every rose 

Blood-red, blanch-white that in the sunset glows 
Cries “Blood, Blood, Blood!” against the gothic/ 
stone 

Of England, as the Howard or Boleyn knows. 


to the facetious:- 


Oh.to be in England now that Winston’s out 
Now that there’s room for doubt 

And the bank may be the nation’s 

And the long years of patience 

And labour’s vacillations 

May have let the bacon come home 


Under the almost unbelievably difficult 
circumstances in which they were written, 
The Pisan Cantos are a remarkable 
achievement. In a sense they are Pound’s 
Last Testament, because he wrote them 
facing impending trial and probable 
execution for treason. On November 16th, 
1945, Pound was taken under armed guard 
to Rome Airport and flown back to the 
United States. 


To be concluded next month . 
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, (MEETS Hecate 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 

c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: As you probably know, | was arrested 
on November 1st last year on trumped-up 
charges and was acquitted at Southwark 
Crown Court on May 1st, and that in spite of 
two police officers and a certain Gerry 
Gable giving evidence against me, and a 
biased judge directing the jury to find me 
guilty. 

My libel action against Gable and 
Searchlight, which was clearly the reason 
for the attempt to get me put in prison for 
many years, will now continue, much to the 
discomfort of Gerry and his ugly friends. 

During my imprisonment | received an 
enormous amount of support from across a 
broad political spectrum, including moderate 
Moslems, fellow Libertarians and Christian 
monetary reformers, but nowhere was 
support stronger than from the nationalist 
quarter, especially the BNP. | found this all 
the more touching because, in spite of 
innuendo to the contrary, | have never 
supported the BNP beyond its right to 
freedom of expression and never will. 

One of your members attended most of 
the trial and he will doubtless have told you 
that under cross-examination Gerry Gable, 
a long time critic of the BNP, admitted that 
his ‘moles inside your organisation use and 
incite racial abuse. He was quite candid 
about this. He claimed, or implied, that there 
are about a hundred of them — a fantastic 
figure which provides further evidence of his 
mind’s slender grasp on reality. 

| can only state that in my, admittedly 
limited, contacts with the BNP | have never 
heard any of its members use gratuitous 
racial abuse; in fact the BNP member who 
very kindly ran me home in a mini-cab after 
my acquittal gave the black driver a 
handsome tip. As racial abuse is a criminal 
offence, perhaps the BNP ought to draw this 


’ admission to the attention of the authorities 


and press for the exposure of these ‘moles’. 

| will say further that those who condemn 
the BNP as ‘fascist’ don’t know what they 
are talking about; to all intents and 
purposes we are living in a police state. In 
my six months in Brixton Prison | met 
people from all walks of life and of all races 
who have had their lives thrown into turmoil 
or ruined by the wanton and arbitrary use of 
state power by crooked policemen and 
faceless bureaucrats who are in practice 
totally unaccountable for their actions. 

| will in due course be writing individually 
to all my friends and supporters but for the 
moment let the above go on the record. 
Thank you once again. 
ALEXANDER BARON 
Sydenham, London SE26 
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SIR: On first reading George Bull's article 
‘The Great Plague’ (Spearhead, April 1997) 
| thought his language immoderate and 
shocking, having known some individual 
homosexuals in the past to be otherwise 
decent and reasonable people. 

But since that time, having listened to and 
seen many radio and TV programmes 
promoting this topic (a prime example being 
the BBC2 series on homosexuality, called 
‘It's Not Unusual’) | have changed my 
opinion; Mr. Bull is right! 

Homosexuality is now widely portrayed as 
a lifestyle as valid as heterosexuality. By 
showing apparently normal people on TV 
confessing to being ‘gay’ (the term ‘queer’ in 
its older usage — meaning ‘strange’ — 
seems to sum up these people with 
uncanny accuracy, but | do not wish to be 
insulting) and by backing this up with a 
welter of articulate but biased ‘discussion’, 
viewers are encouraged to think that both 
orientations are equal, interchangable and 
mutually compatible. If this is the true 
meaning of the term ‘equality’ then we have 
a big problem. ( 

It seems unlikely that homosexuality is an 
innate predisposition because the 
perversion would tend to be bred out and 
disappear over generations through the 
tendency of homosexuals to procreate less 
than normal people. Therefore it looks more 
likely to be a choice of lifestyle, with its 
adherents manipulating media sympathy to 
gain increasing numbers of new recruits. 

As nationalists, concerned with the future 
of our people, our primary duty to 
encourage heterosexuality is self-evident. 
We must oppose the pro-’gay’ lobby at 
every opportunity. While non-proselytising 
homosexuals should not be victimised, the 
lack of procreative character in their sexual 
practices defines their choice as ‘unnatural’, 
something which, for the benefit of society, 
should be discouraged . 

Watch out for this ridiculous New Labour 
‘government lifting the Clause 28 ban soon, 
and lowering the age of consent for queers. 
RICHARD JOHNSON, 

Nottingham 


SIR: Listening to BBC Radio 2 the other 
evening, | heard that the British Bashing 
corporation is to play its part in the 
‘European Year Against Racism.’ The BBC 
has produced — no doubt with the help of 
our-licence fees — an information pack to 
help those who believe that they have 
suffered from racial discrimination. Perhaps 
all white Britons should apply for one! 

The same day’s Brian Hayes programme 
was devoted to the subject of racial 
discrimination, not that | listened, as he 
annoys me with his arrogance and 
impertinence. Then John Dunne interviewed 
a guest who proclaimed that there is no 
such thing as a true Briton, as we are a 
mongrel people, formed from successive 
waves of immigration over the centuries. 
The fact that all the earlier immigrants were 
from closely related European tribes was 
not, of course, mentioned. 

It seems to me that all of this is part of a 
deliberate plot to destroy our sense of 
identity and our sense of belonging. The 
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aim is to create a rootless, feckless mass, 
devoid of pride, who will go where they are 
sent and do as they are told like zombies. 
Not so much human beings as a human 
resource, not so different to coal, iron or oil. 
Big employers such as the Post Office are 
already changing the names of departments 
such as ‘Personnel’ to ‘Human Resources’. 
S. SINCLAIR 

London SE24 


SIR: Our Council Tax demands have been 
arriving, accompanied by an explanatory 
leaflet containing quite gratuitous pictures of 
a group of white children with the mandatory 
Black and of a black youth with his arms 
around two white girls. | have expressed my 
absolute horror at these pictures to both the 
Borough Treasurer and my local councillor. 
I'm glad to say that the Thought Police 
haven't been round yet! 

| recently attended my MP’s fortnightly 
‘surgery’ and was asked by the presiding 
official what | wanted to see him about. 
When | replied, in traditional pre-PC terms 
which you probably can’t print, that | wanted 
to discuss immigration, he smiled and 
commented that “it’s nice to hear somone 
talking plain English!” 

The support is out there. We just have to 
solicit it! 
M. F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Your cover and comments on MI5 
(June Spearhead) prompt me to point out 
that MI5 is not a national security service, 
but a decline management agency. Its 
purpose is not, as it should be, to protect 
the British nation, but to hamstring 
opposition to the treasonable puppet state 
run by the hirelings of the City, media 
moguls and New World Order enthusiasts. 
MICHAEL CARTER 

East Sussex 


SIR: A lot of publicity has been given down 
here to the march from Cornwall to London 
to commemorate the Cornish Rebellion of 
1497. In as far as the march celebrates 
Cornwall's traditional identity and seeks to 
draw attention to present-day threats to 
Cornish jobs, fishing and farming, it is a 
good thing. But it is ironic that the first leg of 
the march was led by a Lib-Dem MP, whose 
party is the keenest to submerge us 
completely in a European super-state, 
whose regulations are the biggest threat of 
all, particularly to our fishermen. 

Most of all, though, | have to ask why the 
so-called Cornish ‘nationalists’ never speak 
out about coloured immigration? Black and 
Asian faces are seen more and more often 
in Camborne, Penzance, Truro and other 
large towns. How can Cornish ‘nationalists’ 
praise the celebration of Cornwall's identity, 
language and heritage while keeping silent 
about this growing threat to them all? 

And why do none of them have anything 
to say about the murder of John Waters by 
Vietnamese thugs last September? Let's 
hear more from the BNP down here! 

Gwyth Kemow Gwyn — Keep Cornwall 
White! 

‘THE CORNISHMAN’ 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE 0374 454893) 


PO Box 117, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DW 


AGRICOLA and GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.00. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 
AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects 
of the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (ed Campbell) £15.00. 
A handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its peoplefrom 
the 4thto 11thcentury, 1982rep. 1991, 272pp 
APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00 An updated 
version the 1963 account of this real "War crime" 
— the Allied terror bombing of an undefended 
city, packed with refugees fleeing from rape and 
murder at the hands of the Red Army. 1995, xiv, 
315pp. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written 
in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo-Saxon 
culture and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans, 1952, thised. 1991, 256pp. 

BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect 
of Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 
1987, 62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence from 
EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian stressing 
the role of the non-English parts of the British Isles. 
1989, 324pp. 

CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
An updating of the classic None Dare Call It 
Conspiracy. Shows how socialism is a product of 
the wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous political consequences. Author is an 
American geopolitical analyst. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about 
the destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. Once onsale in ordinary bookshops, but 
now only available from the nationalist underground. 
1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking to suppress the historian David Irving’s 
freedom to travel and communicate and of the 
smear campaign against him. The book relates 
largely to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into Australia. 
1994, xi, 208pp. 

CASTLE OF LIES: Why Britain must get out of 
Europe (Christopher Booker and Richard North) 
£8.95. Devastating effects of European 
bureaucracy on our daily lifes and how the truth 
is covered up. 1996, xii, 244pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or 
newspapers. A welcome return to print. 1974, 48pp. 
CHURCHILL’'S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
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remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘BNP Book Service’ is marked on the 
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Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP 
Book Service are written by many different 
kinds of authors holding a number of different 
political viewpoints, very few of them being in 
any way connected with the British National 
Party. The party’s Book Service distributes 
these books because it is felt that they fill 
important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that 
all of what is printed in these books should 
necessarily be taken as representative of the 
policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


highly controversial story of Britain’s WW II 
leaders. Believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it 
describes its central character as the man who 
ruined Britain and the British Empire in his insane 
vendetta against Germany. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in 
the footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War 
in its demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great 
national leader. The author is less scathing in his 
treatment of his subject than is Irving, even 
stating that Churchill was a ‘great man’. 
Nevertheless, the book highlights our war Premier’s 
overweening personal ambition and is particularly 
critical of his failure to come to an agreement with 
Hitler after British forces had been defeated in 
Europe in 1940. A valuable new contribution to 
revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 


Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 


important book first published in 1972. Shows 
how liberalism and lack of political realism brought 
about Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, 
industrial and military fields. Aclassic work by a 
mainstream historian 643pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 


One of 
modern 
America’s 
best political 
writers and 
analysts 
makes a 
powerful 
case for 
sweeping 
change in 
defence of 
age-old 
values. 
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Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRYING WOLF: HATE CRIME HOAXES IN 
AMERICA (Laird Wilcox) £13.00. A survey of 
over 120 cases where "race attacks" have been 
fabricated for political or financial advantage, 
1994, 128, (20)pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the money power and 
its threat to the freedom of mankind. The author 
was a distinguished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard Harwood) 
£1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet which strongly 
refutes the official ‘Holocaust’ figures. An all- 
time Revisionist classic. 28pp. 

DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995,vii,126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with racial 
problems in America and not just simply the 
black-white situation. 2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. Controversial view of the EU, arguing that 
itis fascist and corporatist in inspiration Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA andinternationalists 
such as Arnold Tynbee and Joseph Retinger. 
1996, 149pp. 

FABLE OF THE DUCKS AND THE HENS £5.00. A 
full colour cartoon story of how a hard-working 
society of gullible ducks is subverted and 
dispossessed by the crafty hens. A fable for all 
ages. 1996, 21pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ’’...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War...the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’ 1989, 732pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Community.1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed 
as an omnipotent global government, suppressing 
national identities and freedom. 1992 xvii, 350pp. 
HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. Revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 
1991,VI, 857pp. ; 
HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies 
clinicalmethods to an investigation of the 
‘Holocaust’ and dissects a number of popular 
myths. 2nd ed. 1977, 315pp. 

HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. Defends 
the rights of revisionists and exposes the lies of 
those seeking to suppress free enquiry on the 
subject. 1994, 179pp. 

IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £35. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British nationalism 
from the ‘30s to the ‘70s. Not a hymn of praise, 
but generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 


(Contd. overleaf) 
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IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author, whose real name 
was Francis Parker Yockey, rejects Marx, Freud 
and other ‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole ideology of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 
1948, 625pp. ; 
1.9. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and 
their significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 
IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 
JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by an 
heroic Israeli professor. This detailed examination 
of the deeply anti-Gentile teachings of much of 
Judaism is a real eye-opener. Buy it! 
LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. The 
disgraceful story of how the anti-Communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over to for mass 
slaughter by the Soviets between 1944 and 
1947. 
LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 
LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an 
American engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. 
Leuchter effectively testified that such installations 
could not have existed in German occupied Europe 
before or during 1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 
LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies 
and crimes of the Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and 
a demolition of his ridiculous book The Other Face 
of Terror. 1994, 128pp. 
MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian 
examines the flaws in our financial and banking 
system and offers a remedy based on the ideas of 
C.H. Douglas. 1983, 140pp. 
MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. 
A fictional portrayal of life at the start of the 
coming century, with white people under the lash 
of the racial ‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 
MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions 
of America’s and the world’s financial capitalists 
and of their link-up with communism. 1970, 
144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the Second World War, 
’ including information on previous upheavals. The 
author had the honour of being imprisoned without 
trial for four years during World War Il, despite his 
status as a member of parliament. Originally 
published 1952, 128pp. 
NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in anumber of areas, showing that they are based 
not on hate or bigotry but on natural, universal 
tendencies. 1993, 145pp. 
NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972,288pp. 
NUREMBERG: THE LAST BATTLE (David Irving) 
£20.00 An exposure of the hypocrisy and 
criminality of the Nuremberg war-crimes trials. 
Uses unpublished diaries and documents. 377pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which wield it in 
the present century. 1982, 101pp. 
RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, 
a professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
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THE BIOLOGY 
of the 
RACE PROBLEM 


A good 
introduction 
to reality for 
anyone who 
still thinks 
that racial 
differences 
are “only 
skin deep.” 


by 
Prof. WESLEY C. GEORGE 


See 
previous 
page 


Drang Utan (196) Negro (116) White (77) 


thinking. A specialist book, but one of great 
importance. 1974, 625pp. 


. RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 


Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 rep 1983, vi, 
273pp. 


RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed despite the influential forces 
promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 


RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopard's Spots, 
The klansman and The Traitor, three great novels 
dealing with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American 
South after the Civil War as seen from the 
Southern Whites’ point of view. Dixon’s novels 
inspired the epic D.W. Griffith film Birth of a 
Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite picture. 
1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources 
to earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the 
European Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the ERM and the 
dangers involved in European monetary union 
and European federalism.1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed; factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, 
self-styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of 
Searchlight magazine. 1993, 36pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A 
standard authority on the secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 
200 years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 
419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION ULSTER 
MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. The 
author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 
under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement 
to which the province has been subjected by 
direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 
and tradition with important sections on the 
relations between Moslems and host societies 


and Islam and Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 
SPEARHEAD BINDER £7.60. Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition 
and ready for handy reference. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of:the origins of World War Il by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. Aseries of articles from the Socia/ Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the 
problem of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost benefit anyalysis of the 
UK's membership of the EU and a description of 
the various alternatives to membership. 1996, 
111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 

THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich 
Nietzsche) £6.99. The doctrine of racial progress 
and the development of the Superman. This ed. 
1969, 343pp 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. 
Enigmatic businessman defends the concept of 
the nation state and points out the perils of free 
trade, particularly from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson & 
Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action 
of the Government in signing the Treaty of 
Maastricht. 1994 123pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £4.40. 
Describes the effects of the ‘winds of change’ in 
Africa and the agencies responsible for the plight 
of that continent today. 3rd ed., 1995,xv,92pp. 
USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 7he 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 320pp. 


WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning 
compilation of quotes, mainly from Allied sources, 
which gives a very different view of WW2. 1996. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£19.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. A real eye-opener from an author who 
can’t be smeared ‘anti-semitic’ by the enemies of 
the truth! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the origins of WW2, the creation of 
Israel and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the 
United States of the Jewish Defence Leaque. 


NEW BNP BOOKLIST OUT NOW! Includes 
many ‘politically incorrect’ works which are 
impossible to obtain elsewhere. A copy will be 
sent out to everybody who orders from the 
smaller list published above. Or send two first- 
class stamps to: BNP Book Service, 

c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


NEW! NEW! NEW! NEW! NEW! 

Who Are The Bend-Benders? 

Hard-hitting and well-researched study of how a tiny 
minority exercises a vastly disproportionate influence 
over ‘our’ mass media. £1.30 post-free or ten pounds 
for ten copies post-free. Buy copies and distribute them 
to friends, put them in libraries, send them to police 
officers and magistrates — help get people talking about 
the great taboo of modern politics. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party.»81p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 81p post-free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of BNP policies. Standard 
information brochure sent to enquirers. 30p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case against 
the EC and in particular against the Maastricht Treaty. 
Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration with 
party headquarters. 61p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 50p post-free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course 
in all the essential techniques needed in promoting and 
building the British National Party at local branch level, 
starting from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. 
This booklet is a mine of information that all activists, old 
and new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for 
everyone who wants to be more than just an armchair 
nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 
pages. £1.88 post-free. 

BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking 
from the platform and presentation of Party meetings. 
Special attention is also given to dealing with enemy 
smears — valuable for this alone. £1.88 post-free. 


OUT NOW ! 


Britain Reborn is 
the British National 
Party’s 1997 
general election 
manifesto. In 64 
large pages, it 
examines all the 
problems facing 
our country today, 
and sets out the 
BNP policies which 
will meet the challenges ahead. 
Essential reading! Price £3.83 incl. p&p. 
Don’t miss it — order today! 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.56 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.56 each post-free. £1.35 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.80 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.55 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Striking new two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue 
colour scheme lends visual impact to an excellent leaflet. 
All the best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild Britain 
Now’! which features sections on ‘Health and Welfare’, 
‘A Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe”! and ‘Rebuild 
Our Industry’. Other slogans used include “Time For A 
New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! which 
focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 
community — possible only in an all-white Britain! This 
is the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party used in the 
run up to the General Election and is just as useful now 
as it was under the Tories. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of 
best known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of the 
fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet — replacing old 
one on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the 
killing of little children — especially topical following 
cases such as the murder of little Daniel Handley by 
homosexual perverts. 


Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the 
Major government. To be replaced shortly. 


These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them 
to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 
Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William 
Pierce and John Tyndall. 
Video of Rally ’95 costs £15.83 . including p&p. 


Rally ’94, Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November Sth 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, 
Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk 
Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches by 
Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches by 
Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rally ’87, Rally ’89 and Rally ’90 are also 
available. All feature a wide range of speakers, including 
John Tyndall, Richard Edmonds and David Bruce, plus 
some excellent contributions from local BNP officials 
and guest speakers. 


Videos of Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £13.05 incl. 
p&p. All are ideal to show to family or friends, or for 
use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. Use them to help speed up the political 
education of new recruits, or to inspire ‘old hands’ to 
that vital bit of extra effort. TV is a powerful weapon 
— use it to help build the BNP! 


RALLY ‘96-97 


Video-recording of the British National 
Party Annual Rally, January 25th 1997 


Hear:- 
Dr. DONALD STEVENS 
JOSE RAMOS 
NICK GRIFFIN 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 


The BNP’s Rally ‘97. As advertised on TV! You've 
seen the trailer, now watch the whole event. 
Great speeches madein an electrified atmosphere. 
Rally “97 costs just £15. 83 incl. p&p. 


Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


NEW TAPE! Two recorded talks by John Tyndall: The 
BNP. a movement for the new century. An exposition of 
the main BNP policies; Time for action! A summons to 
the lazy and the apathetic to stir themselves and get 
involved! £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with total 
freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 
6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At Last, 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the’National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over,the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail 
US$30; surface mail US$18. Ensure to remit in US 
currency only. PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action ; | 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD BNP IN CYBERSPACE! 


BNP activists in Manchester scored a 
first during the general election by 
running a special web site dedicated to 
promoting the party’s campaign in seats 
in the North West. 

Among the messages publicised in this 
way were the schedules for the BNP’s TV 
and radio broadcasts, and a powerful 
attack on the Labour party’s hypocrisy over 
the IRA. This pointed out that while Tony 
Blair was making tough election speeches 
about fighting terrorism, he and virtually the 
entire Labour front bench team had 
consistently voted to abolish the Prevention 
of Terrorism Act, the law which gives the 
police and security forces at least some 
modest powers to deal with the IRA. 

A typical example of the high quality of 
the material put out on the web site — and 
read by sympathisers and supporters of 
free speech not only in Lancashire but over 
~ the whole of Britain, indeed all over the 
world — is reproduced here. 

It gives an interesting insight into the 
characters and mentality of the kind of 
people now running our country. We can 
be sure that such exposures of Labour 
corruption will play a more and more 
important role in BNP publicity material as 
Blair's herd of new MPs get their snouts in 
the Westminster trough. 


Intolerance of the ‘tolerant’ 

The site was established through the 
well-known Geocities firm, based in 
Hollywood, which had also run a mirror site 
for the BNP Home Page for two years. 
However, the appearance of the new 
Manchester BNP site, plus a similar 
venture by party activists in Scotland, led to 
a big push by the enemies of free speech, 
who persuaded Geocities to close all three 


Don't miss yourmonthly copy of Spearhead — Britain’s premier nationalist magazine. Becoming 
asubscriber guarantees that you'll keep your collection up to date with regular copies ‘hot off the 
press.’ Andincome from subscriptions helps to maintain Spearhead's long record of frank and 
fearless comment on the state of Britain and the world. So subscribe today! 
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sites, even though they were 
clearly operating within the 
company’s guidelines. 


N ew 8 N Pp we b Ss ite BNP exposes reality of 'New Labour' 

. The General Election campaign in the Rochdale constituency took a dramatic turn this week, as 
In response to this, the the BNP exposed the political record of Labour conitidane _orna Fitzsimons. nes 
Manchester site has been From 1992 until 1994, Lorna Fitzsimons was president of the National Union of Students, The 
4: NUS was famous for the dictatorial methods employed by the "Democratic Left" fact f 
recreated at another Geocities Labour students, to which Fitzsimons belonged, and for its waste of hundreds of cepiicandls of 

address challenging the pounds on politically correct campaigns in favour of foreign terrorists, gays and lesbians. 

’ 

. In 1993 - half way through Fitzsimons' presidency - the union was hit by perhaps the greatest 
company to stand by their financial scandal in its history. The following facts were uncovered: ‘ 
alleged principle of freedom of > Members of Fitzsimons' staff and fellow officers at the union's London headquarters - 
expression In addition the ‘Nelson Mandela House' - had 'borrowed' more than £27,000 out of union funds. 

. ’ 
eos . , Fitzsimons herself had ‘borrowed’ £6,000 fi the funds, partl ‘adv: 
BNPactivists have established expenses. : wn EG 
a new, permanent Internet » The NUS had gone well beyond its overdraft limit, and owed NatWest bank around 
£800,000. 
presence on <http:// 
. More than £200,000 had been spent on accommodati d Is for delegates at the 
www.webcom.com/bnp/> NUS conference in Blackpool mumsnet. 
Items on-line already > Two of Fitzsimons’ fellow officers had set up a private marketing company, which was 
include extracts from the 1 997 then awarded contracts by the union. This company owed the union £6,000 
. . , Fitzsimons and the NUS were threatened with legal action after failing to pay a £29,000 
Manifesto, articles from bill for an “entertainment officers’ convention". The bill included £2,000 for damages 
Spearhead and Nick Griffin’s caused by vandalism during the event 
detailed analysis of the Cook {See er oe 
x vabour have themselves chosen to make sleaze an issue in this election. We 
Report scam, which first believe that the voters of Rochdale are entitled to consider what Lorna 
Fitzsimons actually did when she was in a position of political power. She has 
appeared on the Internet more worked hard on the image of New Labour, but in reality she was happy to 
than two months before waste money on politically correct campaigns, and help herself to loans from 
; ; union funds. 
Cook’s own ‘shock and 
A ’ : A BNP government would close down all the fraudulent parasitical 
surprise for the BNP . This organisations for racial equality and gay and lesbian rights. These people 
latter fact in particular have been ripping off the taxpayer for far too long. 


illustrates the value of an Published by Rochdale BNP, PO Box 15, Todmorden, OL14 7NQ 
Internet presence to the BNP, 
for it is a field for the battle of 
ideas on which the party is 

able to compete on equal 
terms with the biggest corporation, media to join in the many debates and arguments 


empire or political lobby in the world. raging in cyberspace between nationalists 
Not every BNP unit needs to have its and supporters of the old liberal order 
own site, although the more that are around the world. 
established the harder it will be for the It is perfectly possible to use this 
enemies of freedom to pressure site medium to contact and to recruit new 
providers into shutting them down. people, so while the Internet will never 
Activists who own suitable computers replace traditional campaigning it is 
should make it a personal priority to get another important weapon in our 


onto the Internet and find some extra time armoury. Use it if you can! 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly official BNP newspaper. 
Eight big pages packed with news and 
facts the controlled mass media don’t 
want you to get to know about. 

The new, hard-hitting front page covers 
the latest race riot in Leeds. Another 
important feature tells how Dewsbury BNP 
exposed the scandal of taxi drivers 
harassing female passengers to pay their 
fares with sexual favours. Plus attacks on 
New Labour corruption, and support from 

an Asian who wants to go home! 


British Nationalist — 
the Voice of Britain! 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 
subscription details, send 3 first class 
stamps or 2 IRCs to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


The British National Party will be. 


contesting the by-election at Uxbridge, 
occasioned by the death shortly after the 
general election of the sitting MP Sir 
Michael Shersby. 

The BNP candidate will be Mrs. Frances 
Taylor, who caused a shock in the general 
election in Dewsbury by winning 2,232 
votes (5.2 per cent) and saving her deposit. 
Mrs. Taylor’s result was the third best 
among BNP candidates in the election. 

It is not expected that the Uxbridge by- 
election will be called until later in the 
Summer, but it could be called earlier and 
the BNP campaign is due to start at the 
beginning of this month (July). A ‘warm- 
up’ leaflet is now being prepared which will 
be distributed by hand in advance of the 
candidate’s election address, which will go 
out through the post later in the campaign. 

In addition, it is intended that party 
activists will carry out extensive canvassing. 

If possible, there will be some kind of 
by-election activity in the constituency every 
day until the election — certainly every 
weekend, and during that time the campaign 
will be the main focal point of party activity 
in London and the Home Counties. 

Helpers are urgently needed, and all 
interested are advised to call the party on 
0374 454893 for up-to-date details of daily 
assembly points, etc. However, in the 
interests of security the party will require to 
be circumspect in giving out such details to 
those whose voices are not instantly 
recognisable. The National Organiser, in 
consultation with the local party, is right 
now in the process of drawing up a system 
for informing would-be campaign helpers of 
daily activities which minimises the chance 
of leakages to political opponents. BNP 
activists are quite capable of defending 
themselves against attacks, but the party 
does not want the campaign to be jeopar- 
dised by unseemly street brawls which 


OFFICIAL BNP 
MERCHANDISE 


BNP MUGS. White ceramic mugs with 
the official logo from British Nationalist 
(Union Jack flag with BNP roundel 
overlapping). Printed in red, white and 
blue. £3.80 each or £3.30 each if ordering 
more than one. For bulk orders of 11 or 
more, only £2.80 each. Allprices include 
p&p. Please make cheques/POs payable 
to ‘BNP Southern Region’ and send to; 
The Secretary, P.O. Box 300, Emma 
Street, London E2 7BZ. 


All profits from sales go to central party 
funds, so by buying these top quality 
mugs you help fund the BNP’s Battle for 
Britain. Order yours today! 
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BNP to fight Uxbridge by-election 


could attract unfavourable media publicity 
which, however unfairly, might reflect 
adversely on the party and its candidate. 

A good result in the Uxbridge by-election 
provides the BNP with a golden opportunity 
to build upon the gains in public interest 
and recruitment made possible by its 55-seat 
campaign in the general election. This 
opportunity must not be missed! 


The by-election campaign will also need 
money. Those wishing to donate should 
make out their cheques or POs to ‘British 
National Party’ and attach to them a note 
saying ‘Uxbridge by-election’. As is 
customary, receipts will not be sent for 
sums under £10.00 unless specifically 
requested, in which case please enclose 
SAE. 


MONEY STILL NEEDED! 


As we stated on this page last month, the general election made 
very big financial demands on the British.National Party, and the 
party still needs to top up its funds so as to be able to exploit the 
opportunities ahead. As one major example, in order to pay printing 
bills, money has been borrowed from various supporters which must 
very soon be repaid. In addition, money is needed to finance a big 


expansion programme made possible by the high rate of enquiries 
about the party generated by the election. 

Last month's appeal to this effect brought in some very welcome 
contributions, in particular one from a new supporter of £4,000, 
and for these the party is most grateful. More, however, is needed. 

Please mark all contributions: ‘British National Party’ and send to: 
c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Receipts will only be 
sent for contributions of £10.00 or over unless donors send SAE. 


the party's national funds. 


spent all in one go. 


Establishment! 


pleased to help. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group which exists to help raise money 
for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to 


Welling Club members are sent regular bulletins informing them of 
the progress in achieving various important BNP targets which is being 
made with the help of their donations. They are also entitled to attend, 
free of charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial £20 contribution (made out to the ‘British National Party’), to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this earth for ever. 
_ Have you ever thought about how you can help the cause when you are gone? 
The British National Party has benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 


Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and so let your estate go to prop up the anti-British 


It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for them, but 
nevertheless you may well like to set aside something for the good cause as well. 
If, on the other hand, you have no next of kin, there is all the more reason for 
ensuring that the Cause gets something by which to remember you. 

If you require any advice on this matter, please ring or write in and we will be 
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Although we’re 
supposed to have 
‘won’ the war, 
Japan is still 
starving the 
British 


During the last war, British prisoners in Japanese POW camps were routinely starved, beaten and worked 


~ to death. As photos such as this one show, the survivors who were released in 1945 were often walking | 
skeletons. But at least we won the war in the end! 


~ Or did we? Earlier this year, 800 jobs were axed at the Benefits Agency HQ in Blackpool, as negotiations 
began for the selling-off of the War Pensions Department to a Japanese bank. And now it has been 
announced that every engine, carriage and item of rolling stock in Britain is today owned by a Japanese 
insurance company and is leased back to the railway operators. A chunk of every rail fare paid goes to Tokyo! 


Meanwhile, the Fat Cat financiers who manage our pension funds are falling over themselves to invest the 
wealth created in British factories in new industrial development throughout Asia. Yet every new plant which 
opens up there puts yet another nail in the coffin of our own manufacturing base. When we import their 
products, we import unemployment, low wages and job insecurity. 


This madness is at the root of Britain’s industrial decline. It has been going on for decades, but the process 
of national suicide speeded up under the Tories. What about New Labour? If anything, it'll get even worse. 
Blair is as commited to ‘free trade’ economic suicide as was Major. And Labour’s own privatisation plans 
go even further than those of the Conservatives under Thatcher. Next on the list is every single council estate 
and house in the country, which are going to be sold, or even given, to private investment corporations and 
foreign financiers. Rent which should go to improve Britain’s housing stock and to help finance council 
expenditure will also end up in Japan. They’re sti// starving Britain, but now the British governmentis helping 
them! 


Only the British National Party is pledged to end the unemployment and industrial decline created by ‘free 
trade’ and the export of British investment capital. 


Take back our economy! 
Take back our destiny! 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


For more information send 50p, 


or a larger donation, to:- EU RS POE ISTE SS 8 
The Secretary 

clo P.O. Box 117, i ee a a 
IN oi unncnpvnabbeddabeddbced seduces deiie dled dlaeclpaai 
KENT DA16 3DW 


"PHONE 0374-454893. 8 POMCIOSE 2... cccsesccsssnsvevsessonnene 
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